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COUNCIL

Tuesday, 13 September 2005
The PRESIDENT (Hon. M. M. Gould) took the
chair at 2.02 p.m. and read the prayer.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
The PRESIDENT — Order! I wish to acknowledge
a former Leader of the Government in the Legislative
Council, Evan Walker, and welcome him to the house
today.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent to:
House Contracts Guarantee (Amendment) Act
Local Government (Further Amendment) Act
Melbourne College of Divinity (Amendment) Act
Racing and Gaming Acts (Police Powers) Act
Vagrancy (Repeal) and Summary Offences
(Amendment) Act
Working with Children Act.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I advise
the house that the Minister for Sport and Recreation is
away on ministerial business and will not be here for
question time.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Gas: Port Fairy supply
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I direct my
question without notice to the Minister for Energy
Industries. I refer to the endless announcements made
by him and the Minister for State and Regional
Development in the other place in relation to the natural
gas extension program and in particular to the many
announcements made about connecting gas to the Port
Fairy township. Given that the map issued by
SP AusNet indicates that nearly half that township will
be left off the reticulation grid, what action will the
minister take to keep faith with the reasonable
community expectations that gas would be connected to
the homes and businesses of those residents?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I will tell you what was the reasonable
community expectation: it was that this government
would deliver on its $70 million gas extension program
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to regional Victoria. Deliver we will. We will deliver to
34 Victorian towns. That is 34 more towns than the
previous government ever even contemplated
delivering natural gas to. That is 34 towns and perhaps
as many as 70 000 to 80 000 — —
Hon. Philip Davis — You said it would be 100 000!
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — I am happy to
take up the interjection. We have said 100 000 and it
will be between 70 000 and 100 000. But we have
always made it clear that it depends on the take-up. We
hope the take-up is so high that it goes over 100 000. I
know that Mr Davis hopes it is a lot less than 100 000
because that might be 100 000 Victorians who might
stop even contemplating voting for his side of the
house. Those Victorians recognise the importance of
the delivery of natural gas to those towns.
Port Fairy is one of the towns that the government
announced would be connected to natural gas. Port
Fairy is one of many towns including Paynesville,
Creswick, Barwon Heads, Camperdown and any of the
34 that we are talking about. Those 34 towns are going
to be connected, but we never said that every single
person in every one of those towns would have access
to natural gas. What we said was that natural gas would
go to the 34 towns, and it will go to those 34 towns.
Obviously given the way the rollout occurs it is not
always the case that every single resident in the vicinity
of or in the region around the town will necessarily be
able to access the program.
We make no apology whatsoever for the way we have
rolled out this particular program and will continue to
roll it out. This is a very important infrastructure project
for regional Victoria. It will provide regional Victoria
with access to natural gas in places where traditionally
it has not been able to access natural gas. As we have
stated many times before, regional Victorians can
expect to gain between $600 and $1000 in savings per
annum as a result of the natural gas extension. That is a
fantastic boost for the regional Victorians who will
access this important program.
Supplementary question
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I took great
interest in the minister’s response. He said, ‘Deliver we
will. It will go to 34 towns but we never said it will go
to every resident’. I put to the minister that his
behaviour on this matter is duplicitous. Therefore,
given this embarrassing revelation, along with the
failure to reticulate nearly half the town of Creswick,
how many more of the 32 towns which the government
has pledged will receive reticulated gas will be
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disappointed because only half the residents and
businesses will be able to access that gas supply?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — The Leader of the Opposition’s position
on this is totally hypocritical, because when you had
power in this state you did not care about regional
Victorians. You never delivered — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister should
direct his response through the Chair!
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — The other side
never delivered natural gas; instead it sold the gas
system to private interests. That is what it did — it set
about selling it. It sold it in a worse way than is
happening at the moment with the sale of Telstra,
because it did not care about regional Victoria. We are
the ones who care, and we are the ones who are
delivering.

Seniors: multicultural communities
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) — My
question is to the Minister for Aged Care. Can the
minister advise the house what action is being taken by
the government to improve access to home care for
Victorians from culturally and linguistically diverse
backgrounds?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — I thank Ms Argondizzo for her question and
her concern about the wellbeing of older members of
the community in Victoria who come from culturally
and linguistically diverse backgrounds. Indeed one of
the great features of the Victorian community is that it
is made up of people who come from the best part of
200 countries around the world and now call this place
their home. About 180 languages other than English are
the first languages spoken in homes right around
Victoria. Of those in our community who are over the
age of 65, 40 per cent were born overseas.
It is a challenge for us to ensure that services are
provided to this diverse community in a way that
addresses their needs. Part of my responsibility is home
and community care. At the moment only 20 per cent
of home and community care services are provided to
the 40 per cent of the population who come from those
diverse backgrounds. It is a challenge for us to rise up
and meet their expectations, whether that be through
language, through food or through the appropriate
assessment of the needs of older members of the
community from those diverse backgrounds. We are
continually tested on whether we have met the
challenge of those members of the community.
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I am pleased to say that I have been associated with a
program which operates through home and community
care in Victoria and on which I have reported to the
house before — the Cultural Equities Gateways
program. It is a program that allocates $6 million over
three years to try to improve the delivery of culturally
appropriate meals, bilingual services and other
capacities in the provision of home and community
care. There are about 500 providers of home and
community care throughout Victoria, and the challenge
to each and every one of those is to provide that degree
of culturally aware and responsive services.
I am pleased to say there is some evidence that we are
having some success in this regard. Last Friday I
attended a function under the auspices of the action on
disability within ethnic communities organisation — a
group of providers and activists in the field of
community care who have come together to assess how
well we are travelling and to improve the degree of
caring and responsiveness to members of our
community from diverse backgrounds. The group has
scanned the field of 500 providers and reported the
positive result that 94 per cent of them have actively
participated in this program and have made themselves
accountable as to whether they are improving their
services. This dovetails with and augments the work we
are doing through the Cultural Equities Gateways
group.
Hon. Andrea Coote interjected.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS — I am very pleased to
hear that the opposition spokeswoman is concerned
about the quality of food provision. In response to the
interjection, I have had a number of the meals that are
provided, whether they be halal meals, kosher meals or
other meals designed to address the different palates of
members of our community from the great range of
diversity that is Victoria. Indeed, it is a challenge for us
to try to ensure that the meals we provide through the
Meals on Wheels program are part of that
responsiveness to and recognition of the diversity in our
community. The report I launched on Friday at the
Northcote town hall in part recognised that, by
encouraging us to increase the number of bilingual
workers and ensure assessments are done in a culturally
sensitive way to meet the needs of that diverse
community.

Information and communications technology:
HealthSMART strategy
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — My question
is to the Minister for Information and Communication
Technology. I refer to the $323 million HealthSMART
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information and communications technology strategy
being undertaken by the Department of Human
Services, and I ask: what oversight or coordination role
has the minister or her department had in developing
this strategy, and what role will the department have in
the implementation of HealthSMART?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Information
and Communication Technology) — I know it is very
hard for the member. He would prefer to ask questions
directly of the Minister for Health but obviously does
not have the opportunity to do so. Nor is he prepared to
furnish members of the lower house with the questions
he would like to ask the minister. HealthSMART is the
responsibility of the — —
Hon. Andrea Coote interjected.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON — It has not changed, and
nor has the questioning — members continue to ask
ministers questions about matters for which they do not
have portfolio responsibility.
HealthSMART is a very important project for the
health portfolio. It will see up-to-date technology being
used to provide better services for Victorians. Let me
assure the member that the HealthSMART project is
the responsibility of the Minister for Health. I have
every faith in the Minister for Health’s ability to ensure
it produces the outcomes the government is expecting
in relation to providing better and more efficient
services to Victorians.
Hon. D. McL. Davis — On a point of order,
President, I asked the minister very specifically what
oversight or coordination role she or her department
had had, and she did not address that question in any
manner whatsoever.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not uphold the
point of order. The minister was responsive to the
question the member asked. As I have indicated to the
house on previous occasions, and as my predecessor
indicated on numerous occasions, a response by a
minister to a question is a matter for the minister
concerned. Whether the member likes the answer or
not, those are the rules of the house. The minister
responds, and the member has a chance to ask a
supplementary question to have the minister’s response
elucidated.
Supplementary question
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — I note that
the Minister for Information and Communication
Technology failed completely to respond to that
question about what role she or her department had in
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oversight or coordination. Three hundred and
twenty-three million dollars is a huge spend by the
Department of Human Services on this important
information and communications technology (ICT)
project, but the minister has effectively indicated to the
house that her department and her office have had no
oversight or coordination role whatsoever in that
process. I ask the minister again whether she intends, as
this project is rolled out, to ensure that it is consistent
with government ICT policy, and what steps will she
take to ensure that the HealthSMART project is
consistent with whole-of-government ICT policy?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Information
and Communication Technology) — I think the
member is alluding to the Office of the Chief
Information Officer. As I have indicated to this house,
we have responsibility through that office for
whole-of-government ICT projects. The
HealthSMART project is an initiative of the
Department of Human Services. It is a project that is to
be funded over a number of years to provide better
health facilities and services to the community through
the use of technology. It is a very innovative program
that will ensure Victoria has state-of-the-art health
services reaching as far as possible right throughout
Victoria and that Victorians can have confidence that
the technology that backs up their health services is the
best that can be provided to them. I have every
confidence that will occur.

Aged care: funding
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — My question is to the
Minister for Aged Care. I refer to the release last
Sunday of a policy paper by the National Rural Health
Alliance, calling for improved commonwealth funding
and administration of aged care services in regional
Australia. Can the minister report on the Victorian
government’s support for aged care, particularly in
regional Victoria, despite inadequate commonwealth
government aged care funding to Victoria?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — I thank Ms Carbines for her very timely
question. She and other members of the house may
have noticed the weekend’s reportage of a conference
that was held in Canberra over the weekend, conducted
by the National Rural Health Alliance and Aged and
Community Services Australia which drew attention to
the malaise in the provision of aged care services
throughout this country and fairly and squarely sheeted
home responsibility for that shortage of service to older
members of our community to the commonwealth
government.
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The report that came out of this conference was
launched by the former Nationals leader, Ian Sinclair.
He made particular note of the shortage of aged care
facilities right throughout Australia. Indeed, he joined
in criticism of the sector that was expressed by Greg
Mundy, the chief executive of Aged and Community
Services Australia, who said that the aged care systems
in Australia were inadequate and there was inequity
between what was available in the country and the city.
He is also reported as saying:
There are problems with access to services — nursing homes,
hostels, but particularly to community care. The choices you
get in the city, to remain living in your own home for a lot
longer are not as available outside the metropolitan areas.

Indeed Ian Sinclair did not blanch at taking a pot shot at
his former colleagues in the current federal government
by saying they needed to lift their game and that all
states and the commonwealth needed to get together to
provide that degree of care to communities right across
the jurisdiction.
I can say — and not for the first time in this place —
that the Bracks government recognises its obligation to
older members of our community right throughout
regional Victoria. Not for the first time I report to the
house that 162 of the 196 public sector residential aged
care facilities in Victoria are in regional and rural areas.
Indeed 37 of the 39 facilities that the Bracks
government has undertaken to redevelop during the
course of its nearly six years in government are in rural
and regional areas. In terms of that degree of
investment — the $258 million that we have committed
to the redevelopment of those services right throughout
country Victoria — $244 million of that $258 million
has been allocated to redeveloping those services in
rural and regional areas.
The Bracks government in Victoria is standing up.
Despite the trend right around the country where states
are getting out of public sector residential aged care, the
Bracks government is saying, ‘No, we have a
commitment to older members of our community who
live in rural and regional areas, and we will stand by
them by providing service and quality residential aged
care when they need it. When you grow old in your
community and you are not as independent as you once
were, we will provide the service’.
The commonwealth and not-for-profit sector — the
private sector — are not meeting the Bracks
government’s commitment to those communities. If it
were not for the investment of our government, those
communities would find they were deprived of the
services they so desperately need. Indeed Victoria is
$60 million underfunded each and every year by the
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commonwealth in the provision of aged care, and each
and every day within the hospital system in Victoria
538 people are waiting to receive residential aged
care — that is, a cost to Victoria of $107 million each
and every year. Come on, Commonwealth, get real and
join in the commitment to older members of our
community!

Food: labelling
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I direct
my question to the Minister for Consumer Affairs.
Food Standards Australia New Zealand has had in
place for 10 years standards that require fresh fruit,
vegetables and seafood to be labelled with
country-of-origin information, or at least as imported
product, and packaged fresh produce must declare the
country of origin. While FSANZ is responsible for
developing food labelling standards, in Victoria the
Department of Human Services is responsible for
implementing and enforcing the standards. Given the
failure of the Department of Human Services to enforce
country-of-origin labelling on these products in
Victoria, what action has the minister taken or will she
take to ensure Victorian consumers are fully informed?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — As the member indicated in her question, it
is not my responsibility; the responsibility resides with
the Minister for Health in relation to her department’s
responsibility to ensure goods are properly marked. It is
also the federal government’s responsibility to ensure
that goods are marked with country of origin.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON — Had opposition
members listened to the question, they would have
heard the member refer to the federal government’s
responsibility regarding country of origin. It is
important that consumers ask the right questions to be
fully educated in knowing what questions to ask.
Consumer Affairs Victoria certainly puts out a lot of
education material to students and the general public
about questions they should ask about product and
about the standards that need to be met in relation to
product. We take that educative role very seriously. Let
me say again — as has already been indicated by the
question — we have no responsibility as a department
to ensure that food-of-origin labelling is occurring.
However, should there be incidents where there is a
deliberate intention to mislabel and deceive consumers,
then that is a matter for Consumer Affairs Victoria and
is one that it would follow up.
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Supplementary question
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — Given the
minister’s clear power under sections 46(1) and 47(1)
of the Fair Trading Act to intervene where labelling
standards are not being met, what action will the
minister and her department take to ensure the
enforcement of the standards?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — As I indicated, there are areas where the
standards set are the responsibility of Consumer Affairs
Victoria, and food is not one of them. As I have also
indicated, where there are indications of food being
mislabelled, or where consumers are being deceived
intentionally as to origin and mislabelling, then that is a
matter for Consumer Affairs Victoria and that would be
taken up.

Aged care: wound management
Mr PULLEN (Higinbotham) — My question is to
the Minister for Aged Care, Mr Jennings. Can the
minister advise the house of recent initiatives by the
Bracks government to improve the management and
treatment of wounds suffered by older Victorians?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — I thank Mr Pullen, and indeed the opposition,
for their roaring enthusiasm for the way in which the
government is trying to support the more effective
treatment of wound management that adversely affects
the quality of life for many older members of our
community.
Mr Pullen may or may not be aware that on any given
day perhaps up to 15 per cent of older members of our
community may suffer the pain and inconvenience of
having a pressure sore or ulcer. In many instances they
are quite debilitating and bedevil the quality of life for
many members of our community, particularly those in
residential care and those who are infirm or bedridden.
Pressure sores are very difficult to heal and are
extremely painful. We are trying to find ways to
mitigate them now and in the years to come.
One of the commitments we have made as a
government is to replace all our bed stock in public
sector residential aged care throughout Victoria. In the
last two years we have replaced $2 million worth of
mattresses throughout the system to try to ensure the
provision of beds and care meet the needs of the older
members of the community who are frail and have loss
of skin integrity. That is one of the key indicators of
quality of life in later years.
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Through research we are trying to find ways to address
the needs of these members of the community. Earlier
this year I committed $550 000 to a research project
into the scope and prevalence of bed sores, ulcers and
pressure ailments of the older members of our
community, and ways we could treat them through new
techniques and technology. That includes new
ointments and other forms of treatment, and the way
they can be put together and case managed effectively
to reduce the incidence of bed sores. The funding of
these new treatments at the moment is not an endeavour
that the commonwealth has demonstrated a
commitment to. I issue a challenge to the
commonwealth to join us in the project to find the most
appropriate wound management treatment regime to
meet the needs of older and vulnerable members of our
community.
On Saturday morning I launched the opening of the
conference of the Wound Management Association of
Victoria, which is a group of people who have come
together to develop best practice in relation to wound
management. They are dedicated people who, as I
indicated to them, are not doing a very glamorous job.
They are absolutely committed to trying to provide the
most timely and respectful service. At the launch of that
conference, where they came together to share their
knowledge and expertise, I announced a further
$570 000 to replace the mattress stock to provide the
most acute care for the most vulnerable residents
throughout Victoria to ensure they have the most
responsive, secure and safest beds to lie on. I encourage
all those in the sector to improve our performance in
wound management because it will improve the quality
of life for all senior Victorians.

Building industry: warranty insurance
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — My question
without notice today is directed to the Leader of the
Government in his capacity as Minister for Finance. I
ask: can the minister advise the house how many claims
are made against the estimated $120 million paid by
Victorian builders each year in the form of builders
warranty insurance?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I thank
the Leader of The Nationals for his question. To assist
the member and the house, in answering the question I
will give some background to builders warranty
insurance. When I became Minister for Finance in
February 2002 it was just after the collapse of HIH
which, as members will be aware, covered most of the
builders warranty insurance. Also it was not long after
the September 11 tragedy. The combination of the two
meant the insurance industry was squeezed, with the
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result that Victoria was not going to have any builders
warranty insurance at all within a matter of weeks. In
that environment the Victorian government, with New
South Wales, brought in a 10-point plan to stabilise
builders warranty insurance.
The key features of the plan were to make it an
insurance of last resort rather than first resort, and to
address some of the reasons this product was not
available any more. Fundamentally the reasons were
that rather than hold a builder accountable for
incomplete work, the claim was going through
insurance at a later date, sometimes six or seven years
after the event. It was becoming generally unaffordable
for consumers with or without claims and it was
ineffective for consumers who had claims because they
might be waiting with a defective house for months on
end while an insurance claim was being prosecuted in
the courts, and the remedy for the structural faults in the
house was not being addressed.
Hon. D. McL. Davis — It didn’t look too good on
Friday night.
Mr LENDERS — I take up Mr David Davis’s
inane interjection. He forgets about the collapse of HIH.
Mr David Davis should look to his colleague Mr Koch,
who was on the administrative committee of the Liberal
Party at the time. HIH paid $200 000 into the coffers of
the Victorian branch of the Liberal Party as it was
collapsing and letting down consumers. Let us get that
right for the record.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LENDERS — I invite the Leader of the
Opposition to check the Australian Electoral
Commission return if he says that is not right. To turn
to the material point of Mr Hall’s question, the
context — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. P. R. Hall — On a point of order, President, I
am having difficulty in hearing the minister’s answer
which he was about to give to my question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not uphold the
point of order, but members should make less noise in
the chamber.
Mr LENDERS — Thank you, President, for your
assistance, and for the assistance of the Leader of The
Nationals. I would happily talk at length on builders
warranty insurance. We have had the situation of
market failure and we stabilised the market, which by
now means that we have six market insurers — and I
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heard on Stateline the other day that it was eight. I am
delighted that there are more builders warranty insurers
in the Victorian market now. Mr Hall’s specific
question was how many claims were put in. I would
challenge his figure of $120 million in premiums
because I think he has overshot the mark by about 20 or
30 per cent, but the point is how many claims are in.
We do not have the exact claim figures, but we do
know from Vero Insurance, the market leader of the six
or eight builders warranty insurers — I will give
Mr Hall a more detailed figure later — that in the order
of 30 or 40 claims a week are settled by the largest of
the six insurers. Again, off the top of my head, there
might be one or two, or even three, builders a week in
total that default, and claims from them and others are
in the order of that figure. I may stand corrected, and I
will get Mr Hall a more exact figure, but that is the
figure from the largest builders warranty insurer.
We are looking at a market that had total failure. In the
context of Mr Strong’s comments on the Stateline
program the other day, I note that his mentor the former
member for Brighton, Mr Alan Stockdale, would have
described Mr Strong’s comments about an insurer of
first resort as magic pudding land. If Mr Strong wants
the price for consumers to go up, he should not follow
the advice of his colleague Mr Stockdale and go to an
insurer of first resort. In response to Mr Hall, they are
the ballpark figures, but I am happy to take the question
on notice and get a more exact figure for Mr Hall on
what the claims are and what is available in the public
domain.
Supplementary question
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I thank the
minister and I look forward to those detailed answers in
due course. In return I will prove how I get the
$120 million that he thought I had overestimated in
terms of premiums paid. By way of a supplementary
question, I ask: as builders warranty insurance is a
statutorily-mandated scheme, what processes has the
government in place to monitor the scheme’s
effectiveness?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — In the
minute available I will try to give Mr Hall a fulsome
answer. Without avoiding the question, the conciliation
aspects are the responsibility of my colleague the
Minister for Consumer Affairs and the building
enforcement is the planning minister’s responsibility.
Between those two ministers what the government
seeks to do as far as enforcement goes is when a builder
does not comply the Building Commission under the
planning minister will have the responsibility to get a
builder to comply by fixing the defect when it happens
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rather than after the event to try to rectify it as an
insurance matter, and also under my colleague
Ms Thomson again Building Advice and Conciliation
Victoria seeks to advise consumers to fast-track how
these things can be done before it gets to that area.
We have sought to get a scheme in place that deals with
consumers’ issues when they arise, but above and
beyond that this was a solution to a problem that
emerged in 2002. Since then this government has
referred to the Victorian Competition and Efficiency
Commission the entire issue of builders warranty
insurance and the building industry generally for it to
report back on whether our regime is the best one. We
will receive that report and we will act accordingly to
look after consumers, builders and the Victorian
economy.

Seniors: active living programs
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) —
My question is for the Minister for Aged Care,
Mr Jennings. Can the minister advise the house of
recent initiatives by the Bracks government to extend
the healthy and active living program for seniors to
support older Victorians in remaining active and
healthy?
Hon. Andrea Coote — We have had this answer
before. We do not need to hear it again; we will
incorporate it.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — Older members of our community may be
mortified to know that the opposition clearly does not
want to hear the good news about the support provided
by the Bracks government for the older members of our
community, but I know Ms Darveniza does. I thank
those on the government benches, and sometimes I
even thank The Nationals for their concern about the
wellbeing of older members of their community.
This house has heard before about the program for
healthy and active living. In November I reported to the
house on $600 000 worth of programs that have been
provided by our government to support the healthy and
active lifestyle and indeed physical activity that benefits
older members of the community. They come together
in social cohesion and social inclusion; they enjoy one
another’s company and are provided with a range of
physical exertion, from low impact right through to
strength training.
Hon. Andrea Coote interjected.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS — And Pilates comes
somewhere in between! The benefit of these programs
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is demonstrated throughout Victoria. Indeed in Queen’s
Hall we have had the annual awards for strength
training on a number of occasions. The expertise and
capacity of older members of our community are
improving. They are getting out there and improving
their quality of life and their rigour in terms of the
muscle definition in their bodies; their hearts and lungs
benefit from physical activity, and we see that being
demonstrated every day.
I am pleased to say that just over the weekend I
approved an additional program that is being jointly
sponsored by the International Diabetes Institute and
the Rumbalara Football and Netball Club, a wonderful
organisation in the Goulburn Valley region that
provides support to many hundreds of members of the
community right across the age group in terms of
physical activity, and is closely aligned with best
practice in terms of health and emotional wellbeing. It
extends the envelope of those programs and is very
innovative in the way it seems to work with mainstream
providers. In this case the International Diabetes
Institute has expertise in terms of strength training and
the way in which it can mitigate against diabetes.
Hon. Andrea Coote interjected.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS — Professor Paul Zimmet
is the director, as perhaps the opposition spokesperson
would have known. Professor Zimmet is a
well-recognised expert in the field of diabetes
prevention, mitigation and treatment. The institute and
the club have had a program called Lift for Life which
actually has provided a great degree of assistance to
older members of the community and any
well-informed member of the community in mitigating
against diabetes.
Any well-informed member of the community,
including the opposition spokesperson, may know that
diabetes is extremely prevalent within the Aboriginal
community. The Shepparton and Goulburn Valley
community has a degree of evidence to suggest that
older members of its community have poor health
status and deserve that degree of support. So, together,
the Rumbalara Football and Netball Club and the
International Diabetes Institute will develop a program.
They have been provided with in excess of $83 000 to
develop that new program and develop that degree of
support. It builds on the fantastic community effort of
the Rumbalara Football and Netball Club, which was in
three grand finals at the weekend. It got there in one
and was just pipped out in two, but it is a great
encouragement to the Aboriginal community now and
into the future.
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Banyule: councillors
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — My question is
to the Minister for Local Government, Ms Broad. At
last night’s Banyule City Council meeting a motion of
no confidence was moved against the mayor, Cr Greg
Ryan, and the deputy mayor, Cr Jenny Mulholland,
regarding breaches of section 79 of the Local
Government Act. On this occasion the mayor and
deputy mayor removed themselves from council
premises, along with two ALP councillors, leaving no
quorum to vote on the matter. Does the minister intend
to act under section 85(6) of the Local Government
Act, which states that ‘the minister may order that as
from the date specified in the order’ these councillors
are incapable of remaining councillors, and sack them?
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which deserve investigation. I will always deal with
those issues seriously if he cares to produce information
which under the Local Government Act requires
investigation.
Supplementary question
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I thank the
minister for her answer. The Glen Eira council was
sacked for not being able to make decisions. Surely the
stance taken by four Banyule councillors in removing
themselves from the council chamber so there was no
quorum also removed them from making decisions. I
ask the minister whether if I give her the information,
she will then investigate whether they have breached
the Local Government Act?

Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
The member is reminding us all of the attitude to local
government of members opposite, particularly those in
the Liberal Party, with their frequent and regular calls
for numerous sackings and the removal of councils.
That is in marked contrast to the very careful approach
adopted by the Bracks government, which the recent
investigation and decisions in relation to the Glen Eira
council demonstrated. That followed a process initiated
by the council itself in which the government instituted
a very detailed investigation by an inspector and then
dealt with that information in an open and transparent
manner. The approach to local government of the
opposition spokesperson on local government is very
different and certainly does not accord with this
government’s commitment to treat local government
with respect and as an important tier of government in
its own right. It is now recognised under the state
constitution as a result of the actions of the Bracks
government.

Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
The member might also recall that there have been
instances when members on the other side of the house
have removed themselves from this chamber for the
purposes of calling into question a quorum. I am sure
that if they are going to start pointing the finger at
councils about removing quorums from meetings, if
they are not to be complete hypocrites they might need
to have a look at their own behaviour in this chamber
from time to time. I have already indicated that if the
member provides me with information that deserves
investigation, then I will certainly refer it to my
department to be investigated.

A range of issues have been raised over an extended
period of time in relation to the Banyule council.
Matters which have been referred to me and to my
department have been properly investigated and dealt
with. If there are further matters which require
attention, as the member opposite knows, I am more
than willing to take material that he might want to
provide, either to me or my department, and have those
matters dealt with properly. I also indicate again to the
member that constantly standing up in this place and
simply calling for sackings and the removal of
councillors or of entire councils or of using red cards
and yellow cards — whatever other schemes the
opposition might want to dream up from one day to the
next — is not the basis on which the Bracks
government conducts its relationships with local
government. The member is going to have to deal with
this in a serious way if he believes there are issues here

Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — The Bracks government recognises the
important role played by veterans in our community
over time, both in defence of the community and in
providing services overseas. The house will be aware of
announcements by the Premier in relation to taking a
lead role on veterans issues in the Victorian
government. This decision was welcomed by the
veterans community and will lead to some changes and
improvements in the way in which the government
deals with issues that are important to our veterans.

Veterans affairs: administration
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — My question is to the
Minister for Consumer Affairs. Can the minister advise
the house about the action that is being taken by the
government to ensure that due importance is given to
veterans issues in Victoria?

A key change is in the introduction of a new veterans
bill. The government has demonstrated a commitment
to consult with the veterans community over that
process and has been doing so since October last year.
We have more recently released an exposure draft of
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the new bill to allow comments from the ex-services
community and other stakeholders. Those comments
and the conclusion of the consultation period ended last
Friday. This bill will strengthen the relationship that
veterans and ex-services personnel and organisations
have with the government. The bill will also lead to
better regulation of patriotic funds that are held within
Victoria.
Hon. B. N. Atkinson — On a point of order,
President, the purpose of question time is to ask a
minister a question that is pertinent to their
administration. I wonder under what jurisdiction the
minister is answering this question. It seems to me that
she has been at pains to say that she is the Minister for
Information and Communication Technology and the
Minister for Consumer Affairs. How does this
legislation and government service to veterans fall
under either of those ministries?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON — On the point of order,
President, it may have escaped the notice of the
member, but I’ve had responsibility for the Patriotic
Funds Act, and if he continues to listen he will find out
exactly why I am answering this question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That clarifies the point
of order raised by the member. There is no point of
order.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON — The reforms also
respond to the increasing importance of Anzac Day and
the importance that Victorians are placing on and their
recognition of the contributions of our veterans. The bill
will create a new Victorian veterans council that will
advise the government at the highest levels. A
minimum of 8 of the 11 council members will be
veterans and from the ex-service community.
Mr Smith — Excellent!
Hon. M. R. THOMSON — I am glad Mr Smith
has acknowledged that, because I know he has a great
interest in it. The rest of the members will be appointed
on the basis of the skills and experience that they can
bring to the council to help it perform its functions. The
bill will establish a new Victorian veterans fund to
support projects which educate Victorians and the
community about the history of our armed services and
will help them to commemorate and recognise the
contribution and sacrifice of veterans. The director of
consumer affairs will take responsibility for the
regulation of the veterans organisations, and the
Patriotic Funds Council will no longer be in place. The
bill will demonstrate that yet again the Bracks
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government is creating strong and caring communities
which are being developed for all Victorians.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 1488,
1497, 2198, 2817, 4046, 4455, 4693–95, 4702, 4703,
4705, 4726, 4747, 4748, 4750, 4754–56, 5041,
5045–47, 5049, 5196, 5200–03, 5264, 5274.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Graffiti: removal
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — Graffiti is a
scourge that is right across our community. We see it
on railway stations; we see it on buildings; we see it on
public places all over this state. It is an absolute
disgrace. It is unsightly, it is insulting and it is ugly.
Yesterday I went to the Moorabbin train station with an
anti-graffiti advocate, James Gobbo. There we saw
extensive graffiti which has transformed the public
place into a state embarrassment; it is appalling. As
Mr Gobbo said, the people of Moorabbin and Bentleigh
deserve better outcomes from their local member and
the Bracks government.
The Leader of the Opposition in the other place, Robert
Doyle, has said that a Liberal government would ban
the sale of paint cans to minors — which would help
the situation — and that graffiti offenders would help
clean vandalised surfaces. A Liberal government would
also provide additional funds to target graffiti hot spots
as well as introduce a statewide hotline to work in
partnership with local government to attack and clean
graffiti swiftly.
I suggest that the government looks at the graffiti sites
because they are absolutely appalling, and that it also
has a closer look at the Liberal Party’s taking a lead on
this issue. I commend Mr Gobbo for the work he has
done looking into this graffiti issue in the Moorabbin
and Bentleigh area, and I suggest that this government
does something about it.

Schools: reading challenge
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) — In February
this year Premier Bracks launched the Victorian
Premier’s reading challenge. He invited all Victorian
students in years 3 to 9 to read 12 books by 16 August.
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Over 126 705 students from 1375 schools across the
state answered the Premier’s call. They embraced the
challenge and have read more than 1 million books in
the past six weeks — 58 260 students have read
12 books or more. I am delighted to report that over
2000 students from the 24 Manningham schools in
Templestowe Province completed the challenge by
reading at least 12 books each during the past six
months.
On 7 September at the National Gallery of Victoria
Premier Bracks commended 30 schools, including
Doncaster Secondary College, for outstanding
achievement in the Victorian Premier’s reading
challenge. He awarded each school a certificate and
new books for their school libraries. I would like to
congratulate each and every student who took part in
the reading challenge. Whether a student read 2 books
or 12 books the important thing is that they were
motivated to embrace the challenge and discover the
pleasure of reading. I also congratulate our school
principals, teachers, librarians and, above all, the
thousands of parents who supported this worthy
educational initiative. The challenge was designed to
foster a love of reading and the development of literacy
skills among children. I hope the challenge has inspired
each and every student to appreciate the enormous
value of literacy to their personal development. I hope
our children will take part in even greater numbers
during the next Premier’s reading challenge in 2006.

Government: performance
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) —
The Bracks Labor government continues its process of
going nowhere. Let us look at the examples of major
project blow-outs and overruns. The government has
overspent $2.5 billion. An examples is the fast rail
project, which had a projected a cost of $80 million but
which is now costing Victorian taxpayers $750 million
to save around 21/2 minutes. Spending is overblown on
the synchrotron, on the state library redevelopment and
the on National Gallery of Victoria redevelopment, just
to name a few. The government cannot manage.
The government continues to blow Victorian taxpayers
money on consultancies, on the cost of the state logo,
on its fat cat bureaucrat bills, on cabinet meeting food
bills and on the media monitoring. It even proposed to
spend $400 000 of taxpayers money on a single,
solitary tree, in addition to what it was going to spend
the blue trees! We have had a blow-out of something
like 15 000 extra bureaucrats. We keep hearing about
extra authorities and statutory bodies being formed and
established. We have seen elective surgery waiting lists
blow out. We have seen increases in tax such as the
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parking tax in the city. It has even slugged the
pensioners an extra $80 a year. Police fines are up;
stamp duty is up; land tax and insurance are up. It is an
absolute disgrace.

Australian Intercultural Society: summit
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — I congratulate the
Australian Intercultural Society on its national security
and harmony summit, Muslims in Australia, held in the
Melbourne town hall last Saturday, 10 September. I
particularly congratulate AIS program coordinator
Orhan Cicek, on the leading role he played and his
opening address on behalf of the society. The
400 people who attended the summit heard from a
number of distinguished speakers including John Cobb,
federal Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural
Affairs; Adem Somyurek, a member for
Eumemmerring Province in this house, who read a
message from the Premier; Murray Thompson,
opposition spokesperson for multicultural affairs; Sheik
Fahmi Al-imam; Malcolm Thomas, president of the
Islamic Council of Victoria; and George Lekakis, a
Victorian multicultural commissioner.
The Australian Intercultural Society describes itself as a
non-government organisation that strives to succeed in
the development of a harmonious multicultural and
multifaith Australia. The organisation was established
in 2000 and since its formation has played a crucial role
in integrating multifaith communities with mainstream
society. Its objective is to create a society that is
welcoming and respectful of all people, regardless of
race, religion or cultural values. The contributors spoke
of their concern over the unfair, unreasonable and
increasing suspicion of Muslims in Australia as a result
of the inexcusable acts that have been committed by a
handful. The summit released a communiqué of eight
agreed principles that included a commitment that all
resident Muslims are subject to and protected by
Australia’s laws and respect the nation’s democratic
principles — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Landcare: Goulburn Valley
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I wish to
congratulate some Goulburn Valley residents who were
recipients of awards in the recent Victorian Landcare
awards. The Bangerang community based at
Shepparton was awarded the Alcan Landcare
indigenous community award, an award that recognised
it as an outstanding community group that has adopted
sound land management practices and is working
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towards sustainable land use. Sunday Creek residents
Allan and Sheila Stute were awarded the sustainable
farming award from the Goulburn Broken catchment
region, an award that recognises significant
contribution to Landcare, shown through sound land
management practices and sustainable productivity.
The Landcare awards were presented at a special
reception hosted by Governor John Landy and
Mrs Lynn Landy at Government House. Both the
Bangerang community and the Stutes will go on to
represent Victoria in the national Landcare awards. I
congratulate the Bangerang community and the Stutes
on the success of the awards and wish them the best of
luck in the judging of the national Landcare awards
next month.

Human rights: Nunawading forum
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) — Last
evening I attended a public forum in Nunawading on
human rights where the guest speaker was Julian
Burnside, QC. Mr Burnside’s presentation was both
inspirational and educative. His personal accounts of
defending refugees’ rights and his stories of their
incarceration, including the harrowing story of
attempted suicide of a 10-year-old girl, reinforced my
belief that mandatory detention is an inhumane policy.
In the past nine years 12 000 Australian refugees have
arrived illegally in Australia. Of this number over 9000
have been found to be genuine refugees and granted
asylum.
Mr Burnside also spoke about the proposed federal
terrorist legislation strategically announced last week
by the Prime Minister to take the heat from the Telstra
sale. The proposed legislation must be scrutinised
closely because once hard fought for and
long-established human rights are diminished and lost,
we are all diminished as a society and as a nation. The
current detention and expulsion of Scott Parkin is an
example of this. I look forward to an informed and
vigorous debate on this proposed legislation. There is
much at stake.

Heatherdale Tennis Club
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I wish to
advise the house that last Saturday I attended the
unveiling of new tennis courts by the Heatherdale
Tennis Club. It is very exciting because these courts
will save 3.2 million litres of water a year. It is a
water-saving initiative under the Smart Water program
of the Department of Sustainability and Environment,
Yarra Valley Water, Whitehorse council and
Heatherdale Tennis Club. Eight tennis courts have been
converted to a new surface called Classic Clay, because
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it does not require watering like en-tout-cas or other
surfaces and will result in a very substantial water
saving at this club. I believe that wherever possible
when new courts are going in we ought to be looking at
using this surface. Saving that amount of water is a
significant achievement and something to be
encouraged.
I extend my congratulations to the members of the
Heatherdale Tennis Club. It is often hard for a
community organisation to get members to agree to an
initiative. It has obviously cost it a great deal in capital,
and it can be very difficult to get members to agree to
move into untested waters. I congratulate them on being
prepared to take this move. It is certainly good news for
the community.

Carers: rally
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — This morning I
joined my parliamentary colleagues from another place
the member for Morwell, Brendan Jenkins; the member
for Narracan, Ian Maxfield; the member for Macedon,
Joanne Duncan; and the member for Narre Warren
North, Luke Donellan, and a number of members of the
opposition at a rally organised by the Gippsland Carers
Association around the theme Walk a Mile in My
Shoes, which highlighted the many difficulties faced by
carers of dependants with disabilities. The rally
coincided with the group’s visit to the House of
Representatives in Canberra to lodge a petition and
deliver a log of claims to the commonwealth
government seeking support for improved services,
including services responsive to the needs of people
with disabilities and their carers.
As we learnt from the those who spoke, carers face a
range of often complex needs and difficulties. We
acknowledge their commitment and the contribution
they make in caring for dependents 24 hours a day,
7 days a week. An important priority for the Bracks
government since it was elected has been to increase
funding for people with disabilities by over 40 per cent,
but I acknowledge there is still much to be done to
support carers in looking after their loved ones. The
extra $120 million allocated over the next four years
through the A Fairer Victoria program will go some
way towards meeting those needs. Mr Peter Hall got it
right this morning when he said this should be a
non-partisan issue. I welcome news of additional
commonwealth-state funding to assist ageing carers,
who are a particularly needy group.
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Carers: rally
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — Along with
my colleagues from The Nationals, this morning I too
was on the steps of Parliament House to join the
Victorian family carers association in an awareness
campaign titled Walk a Mile in My Shoes. About 60 to
70 carers were present on the steps of Parliament, and
we listened to accounts of the debilitating trials that are
the everyday life of those who care for people with
disabilities. Carers had travelled from all over Victoria
to vent their anger and present their log of claims to the
government, and it was a shame that the member for
Morwell in the other place, Brendan Jenkins, and
Ms Romanes were the only Labor members of
Parliament visible — the only ones with enough
decency and courage to attend this rally.
Currently carers are neglected. We need to
acknowledge that the care and love they give and the
backbreaking — and heartbreaking — hard work that
they endure for the wellbeing of their loved ones is
saving this Victorian government hundreds of millions
and possibly billions of dollars. It is time the
government took a serious look at the current funding
models and committed to making wholesale changes to
the way in which it allocates the general revenue budget
of this state. We cannot go on basing disability funding
on historical data and simply increase the amount by
whatever advocates for the disability sector can
aggravate out of government. We need to put in place a
model of care for people right across the disability
sector — from those with minor disabilities who need
minimal assistance to those with profound disabilities
who need constant and individual care. Once we have
worked out what is needed, we can look at what it will
cost.

Geelong: sport
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — September is
always an electrifying time for sports fans in Geelong,
and the past weekend was no less thrilling than past
September weekends. Firstly, commiserations to the
Geelong Football Club following its nail-biting loss to
Sydney on Friday night. It was great to see the Cats
giving it a red hot go in the final series and, as they say,
there is always next year.
Lots of other football action happened at the weekend.
In the Geelong and District Football League, Thomson
took out the senior flag against Corio, and in the GDFL
reserves Bannockburn defeated Bell Post Hill to
become premiers. North Geelong won the under-18
premiership. For the first time the GDFL senior netball
A grade team is in a grand final, following the success
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of Werribee Centrals over North Geelong. I have
spoken many times about netball in this chamber, and I
am glad to see it is doing so well. It is also great to see
soccer doing so well in Geelong. At the weekend the
Geelong Rangers cemented their place as provisional
league 1 champions with a hard fought win over
Hoppers Crossing at Myers Reserve. The Rangers will
now be promoted to join fellow Geelong-based teams,
Corio and Geelong, in division 3 of the state league.
The North Geelong Warriors will also be promoted
after being crowned division 2 champions. They will
now compete in division 1 of the state league, which is
a fabulous effort considering division 1 is only one
division away from the Victorian Premier League.
Once again congratulations to all the teams that played
at the weekend in all sporting endeavours. I look
forward to going to the Geelong Football League grand
final at Skilled Stadium this Saturday to see the
Newtown and Chilwell Football Club play South
Barwon. I am sure that will be a great game. May the
best team win.

Drugs: treatment programs
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — My point
today relates to the government’s cuts to its program of
assistance for general practitioners and community
health centres which treat those suffering drug
addiction. More than 10 500 Victorians use methadone
and related programs as a safer alternative. Many of
these people have been assisted through the programs
that community health centres have run. It is with shock
and concern that I and many others have discovered
that the state government has cut these important
programs. It cannot be an enormous amount of money.
I am told that $1.2 million was provided in grants to
11 community health centres. That is to be cut by nine
to just two community health centres offering these
important drug programs.
These are cruel and heartless cuts. They will ultimately
be counterproductive cuts because the government’s
cutting of these important drug programs will simply
lead to greater levels of addiction, more crime in our
community and more illness, much of which in the end
will fall back on the acute health system Victoria is
responsible for. I think the government has made the
wrong decision here. I think it is wrong and I think it is
cruel. I call on the Minister for Health to reconsider the
cuts she has administered. This program should not
have been cut in this way. The government should think
more carefully before this goes ahead.
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North-East Multicultural Association
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
want to inform the Parliament how delighted I was to
launch the North-East Multicultural Association
(NEMA) in Wangaratta last night. Ken Jasper, the
member for Murray Valley in another place, also
attended the launch. This newly formed ethnic council
is committed to developing, promoting and advocating
the needs of multicultural communities in north-east
Victoria. Its key activities will include assisting and
supporting new migrants and refugees in the region and
assisting in the promotion and facilitation of the
regional skilled migration program. I would like to
congratulate all those involved in making this happen,
particularly Cr Rozi Parisotto, the president of the
North-East Multicultural Association, and the five local
governments: Wangaratta, Benalla, Alpine, Indigo and
Mansfield. I would also like to congratulate two
Goulburn Ovens TAFE graphic arts students — Joy
Langmuire and Luke Simmons — for designing the
NEMA logo and brochure. This is a terrific addition to
rural and regional Victoria. Many new migrants come
to settle in that region and many existing migrants
living in the region need a great deal of support. I know
this new association in north-east Victoria will be a
terrific asset.
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how long our communities can keep up this relentless
pressure. Mayor Peter Byrne’s words ‘There will be no
surrender’ say it all, so the answer is: as long as it takes.
It is interesting to note that support is increasing,
particularly along the Calder Highway and the rail
corridor that may be used to transport the toxic waste
500 kilometres from its source.

Western Port electorate: community
involvement project
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — On Friday I
was delighted to be present at the launch of the Getting
Involved — Businesspeople and their Communities
project at the Hickinbotham Winery on the Mornington
Peninsula. This experimental project aims to contribute
to building a stronger community in Frankston and the
Mornington Peninsula by encouraging and assisting
local businesspeople to become actively involved in
supporting their community. The project has two parts.
The first involves Dr John Murphy of Mornington
Peninsula Community Connections and Ms Vicki
Martin, the manager of the Frankston Community
Support and Information Centre, working cooperatively
to provide a free information and advisory service for
businesspeople who are interested in becoming
involved or more involved in supporting their
community.

Hazardous waste: Nowingi
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — I
congratulate the residents of the Mallee who, under the
leadership of the Save the Food Bowl Alliance and the
Mildura Rural City Council, gathered on the steps of
the Parliament last Thursday in a silent vigil for the
232 jobs that will be lost if the Bracks government
proceeds with its plan to place a toxic waste dump in
the Mallee. There was not one Labor member in sight
as parliamentarians, their staff and others, like residents
of the area near Violet Town that was threatened with a
toxic dump before Hattah-Nowingi became the target,
joined the Mallee people to show the solidarity,
determination and commitment that our forefathers
showed when they first settled the Mallee. The Mallee
pioneers have a history of overcoming the odds and
never letting an obstacle stand in their way, and that is
how it is today.
It is interesting to note that questions in the Parliament
from non-government parties targeted the government
on the proposed toxic dump in support of the silent vigil
on the steps of the Parliament. However, I was
surprised that the independent member for Mildura in
another place chose to use his monthly question on
football rather than keeping the pressure on the
government. I suspect the government is now assessing

The second part of the project is a web site which
provides a range of information for businesspeople
about community involvement; the web site address is
www.gettinginvolved.com.au. The perceived long-term
benefits of the project include increased knowledge,
skills and energy for community problem solving; extra
resources for community projects and services; an
additional source of volunteers; enhanced management
skills for community groups; wider community
networks through increased links between
businesspeople and community sector people; and
improvement in the quality and sustainability of
community services and activities. This is a terrific
local initiative and I would like to wish it every success.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Commonwealth Games Arrangements Act 2001 —
Commonwealth Games Venue and Project Orders, pursuant
to section 18 of the Act (four papers).
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice pursuant to
section 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rule No. 49.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
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1992, Fisheries Act 1995 and Sustainable Forests (Timber)
Act 2004.

Colac Otway Planning Scheme — Amendment C13.
Of particular note, the bill will protect the Otway forests by:
East Gippsland Planning Scheme — Amendment C33.
Golden Plains Planning Scheme — Amendment C19.
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme — Amendment C97.

implementing the key government policy to create a
greatly expanded national park in the Otway Ranges —
the Great Otway National Park;

Manningham Planning Scheme — Amendment C30.

establishing the basis for creating the Otway Forest
Park; and

Maribyrnong Planning Scheme — Amendments C38
and C41.

ensuring the end of sawlog and pulpwood harvesting in
the Otway forests.

Monash Planning Scheme — Amendment C16.
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme — Amendment C64.
Port Phillip Planning Scheme — Amendment C48.
Whitehorse Planning Scheme — Amendments C59 and
C61.
Project Development and Construction Management Act
1994 — Orders in Council of 30 August 2005 of nomination
and application orders (three papers).
A Statutory Rule under the Victims of Crime Assistance Act
1996 — No. 106.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Minister’s exception
certificate under section 8(1)(b) in respect of Statutory Rule
No. 106.

NATIONAL PARKS (OTWAYS AND
OTHER AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
For Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government),
Mr Lenders (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That pursuant to sessional order 34, the second-reading
speech be incorporated into Hansard.

The second-reading speech for the National Parks
(Otways and Other Amendments) Bill contains minor
amendments to reflect the fact that South West Water
was incorporated into Wannon Water on 1 July 2005
and to clarify the total area being included in parks and
new nature conservation reserves near Melbourne.
Motion agreed to.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
I am pleased to introduce a further bill to enhance Victoria’s
parks system. The bill will principally amend the National
Parks Act 1975, Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 and
Forests Act 1958. It will also amend the Heritage Rivers Act

It will also enhance the parks and reserves system near
Melbourne through the addition, in particular, of Melbourne
Water owned land which is being transferred to the Crown.
Some other amendments to several existing parks and
heritage rivers will also be made.
A new direction for the Otway Ranges
The primary purpose of the bill is to create the Great Otway
National Park under the National Parks Act. This splendid
new national park will incorporate the existing Otway
National Park and Angahook-Lorne, Carlisle and Melba
Gully state parks, as well as areas of state forest and other
Crown land. The new national park will cover more than
100 000 hectares, an increase in park area of more than
60 000 hectares, and will implement the park recommended
by the Victorian Environmental Assessment Council —
VEAC — in its final report for the Angahook-Otway
investigation. I thank all those who contributed to this
significant study.
The new national park will be complemented by the Otway
Forest Park, which will be established under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act. As recommended by VEAC, the forest park
will cover nearly 40 000 hectares. It will provide for
recreation, including some activities not normally permitted
in a national park, and minor resource uses while also
protecting and conserving the natural and cultural values of
the forest and water supply catchments.
The change in public land use in the Otways results from the
decision of the Bracks government to phase out timber
harvesting in the native forests of the Otway Ranges and,
instead, to recognise that their sustainable future lies with
their tourism value. Sawlog and pulpwood harvesting has
already ended in the areas of state forest that will be included
in the new national park and will end in the area to become
the forest park by 2008. A new era for the Otway forests will
begin.
The new national park will represent all that is special about
the Otways: the tall wet forests, ancient rainforests, the drier
forests of the inland slopes and the very diverse heathlands
and heathy woodlands, fringed by a spectacularly rugged
coastline and studded with some of Victoria’s most striking
waterfalls and other attractions. Internationally and nationally
significant geological features, beautiful streams, tall trees,
old growth forest, spectacular wildflower displays, rare plants
and animals, and significant cultural heritage sites will all be
protected.
This is indeed a magnificent new park of which all Victorians
can be proud. It is easily accessible and will add considerably
to the experience of those visiting the world-renowned
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tourism attractions of the Great Ocean Road and the Twelve
Apostles.
I would now like to refer to particular aspects of the bill
relating to the new national park.
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involved, but the bill enables the provisions to apply until
30 June 2009. This approach will also apply to the section of
the Great Ocean Road that passes through Port Campbell
National Park.
Protecting the Cape Otway lighthouse

Protecting water supply catchments
The park will include parts of several water supply
catchments currently managed by Barwon Water and
Wannon Water (now incorporating South West Water). The
catchments are vital for the supply of water to Geelong,
Colac, Warrnambool and several other coastal towns, such as
Lorne, Aireys Inlet and Anglesea. Some of the land in these
catchment areas is owned by the two water authorities and is
being transferred to the Crown for inclusion in the park. This
will ensure their permanent protection.
Those catchments wholly in the park that are located
upstream of water supply storages will be identified as
‘designated water supply catchment areas’. Under
section 30H of the National Parks Act, the paramount
consideration in managing such areas, just like the designated
water supply catchment areas in Kinglake and Yarra Ranges
national parks to which the section currently applies, will be
the protection of the catchment areas and their water
resources.
Clauses 8 and 9 of the bill will substitute, with amendments,
several sections of the National Parks Act that were inserted
in 1995 when significant parts of Melbourne’s water supply
catchments were included in Kinglake and Yarra Ranges
national parks. These provisions will then also apply to the
designated water supply catchment areas in the Great Otway
National Park. Barwon Water and Wannon Water, as
managing water authorities, will, under an agreement with the
Secretary to the Department of Sustainability and
Environment, continue to have water supply management
responsibilities in these catchment areas. The secretary will
continue to have overall responsibility for ensuring the park is
appropriately managed.
The amended provisions will also enable the managing water
authorities to continue to access, control and manage various
structures and installations. There will also be the ability,
either through a temporary notice under section 32N or the
regulations, to control human access where necessary to
protect the catchment areas and their water resources.
Defining the Great Ocean Road and other arterial roads
One of the memorable experiences of a visit to the Otways is
the drive along the spectacular Great Ocean Road. This is one
of the world’s great coastal drives. The road is not currently
on a road reserve for all of its length, which is also the case
for several other arterial roads which pass through the
proposed national park. The bill will provide for the roads to
be included in defined road reserves which, in accordance
with VEAC’s final report, will generally be no greater than
20 metres wide. This will help to ensure that the special
character of the roads where they pass through or abut the
park is preserved.
Clause 10, by inserting sections 32P and 32Q in the National
Parks Act, will provide a process whereby detailed survey
work can be carried out to define accurately the boundary of
the road reserves and for adjustments to be made to the park
and existing road reserves following those surveys. The
surveying will take some time, given the lengths of the roads

The Cape Otway Lighthouse Reserve is a particular heritage
feature which will be included in the national park, together
with the Cape Otway cemetery, which is closed. The
lighthouse, which was completed in 1848, and the associated
buildings are a special part of our heritage. They make up the
largest and oldest group of lighthouse keepers’ quarters in
Australia. This site will be a key visitor attraction of the
national park. The current leases will be continued, with some
amendments to one of the leases to clarify the lessor.
Clause 4 inserts a new provision in the National Parks Act to
enable a new lease to be granted over a defined area at the
lighthouse for the purposes of recreation and tourism where
this is carried out in a manner consistent with the conservation
of the heritage values of the area. This provision does not
provide for the construction of new accommodation.
Establishing the Otway Forest Park
Clause 33 of the bill provides for the Otway Forest Park to be
reserved under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act following
preparation of a detailed plan to be approved by the
Surveyor-General and the minister. Once created, the park
will be managed under the Forests Act, which will enable a
range of provisions to apply to the reserve. Clause 37 will
allow five existing sawlog and pulpwood licences to continue
until their expiry (in 2008) as well as other licences and
leases. Importantly, clause 35(5) will amend the Forests Act
to ensure that no new licences can be granted in the area of
the forest park for sawlog or pulpwood production.
Clause 38 will amend the Sustainable Forests (Timber) Act so
that the sawlog and pulpwood licences in the Otways which
are included in the list of licences in the west of the state that
may, under section 28 of that act, be transferred to VicForests
remain under the control of the secretary under the Forests
Act.
Amendments to Port Campbell National Park
The bill will also implement some changes to Port Campbell
National Park. The historic Loch Ard cemetery, which is
closed and for which the secretary has responsibility, will be
added to the park along with several sections of unused road
reserves and small areas of adjacent Crown land. Using
sections 32P and 32Q referred to previously, the Great Ocean
Road will be defined following survey where it is not already
included in a road reserve.
The boundary of the park in close proximity to the Port
Campbell township will be rationalised. A section of the town
beach, the surf lifesaving club and the camping ground will
be excised and permanently reserved under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act. The bill will continue the existing surf
lifesaving club lease. A police residence and two sites
containing Wannon Water facilities will also be excised.
Enhanced protection of the parks and reserves system
near Melbourne
The second feature of the bill is the enhancement of the parks
and reserves system near Melbourne. Approximately
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3450 hectares will be included in Dandenong Ranges,
Kinglake and Yarra Ranges national parks and Warrandyte
State Park under the National Parks Act and two new nature
conservation reserves — Beaconsfield and
Warrandyte-Kinglake — under the Crown Land (Reserves)
Act.
These parks and reserves will, in particular, benefit from the
transfer to the Crown of approximately 2800 hectares of land
currently owned by or vested in Melbourne Water but which
is surplus to its requirements or is better included within
parks. Most of the areas were recommended for inclusion in
parks and reserves by the former Land Conservation Council
in its 1994 Melbourne Area District Two Review Final
Recommendations. The approval of these particular
recommendations was deferred pending resolution of issues
associated with transferring the Melbourne Water land to the
Crown. I am pleased to advise that these transfers can now
occur.
Dandenong Ranges National Park, which was created in 1987
and significantly enlarged in 1997, will see approximately
320 hectares of land added, including some purchased land
and Melbourne Water land acquired for the proposed Silvan
no. 2 Reservoir. The bill also refines the boundaries of this
national park following a detailed review of the status of
various parcels of public land in its vicinity. The investigation
revealed small pieces of land, such as unused road reserves
and other small areas of Crown land, which should be
incorporated in the park and several other areas, such as roads
and areas used by schools, which should be excluded.
The additions to Kinglake National Park include Melbourne
Water land which abuts the new Warrandyte-Kinglake Nature
Conservation Reserve. With an area of about 660 hectares,
this new reserve will comprise a mix of Melbourne Water
land and existing Crown land, including the existing One
Tree Hill Nature Conservation Reserve, and in turn links to
Warrandyte State Park to create a significant, protected
habitat corridor. Several areas of purchased land are also
being added to Kinglake National Park and small areas of
Melbourne Water land and purchased land will be included in
Warrandyte State Park.
Kinglake National Park will also be enhanced through the
addition of Melbourne Water land in the vicinity of
Tourourrong Reservoir. Its inclusion in the designated water
supply catchment area of the park will consolidate the
protection afforded to the catchment of that reservoir.
Similarly, some of the Melbourne Water land being added to
Yarra Ranges National Park near Badger Weir, at Fernshaw
and Dom Dom Saddle and in the Upper Yarra catchment, will
form part of the designated water supply catchment area of
that park. Melbourne Water land along part of the
O’Shannassy Aqueduct will also be included in the park. This
will provide an opportunity to establish a linear trail along the
lower slopes of Mount Donna Buang.
The Beaconsfield Nature Conservation Reserve, covering
approximately 170 hectares, will be established to protect an
area of state conservation significance in the vicinity of the
disused Beaconsfield Reservoir. This will be a significant
addition to the reserve system south-east of Melbourne. It is
intended to appoint the Cardinia Environment Coalition as
managers of this reserve. Clause 20 of the bill will enable
Melbourne Water, by agreement, to continue to manage and
control the dam wall and other structures in the reserve.
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Miscellaneous amendments
Minor park amendments
The bill will also add to Cape Liptrap Coastal Park the access
roads to three Venus Bay beaches by agreement with the
shire, and another area of Crown land near Rock Hill.
Several small areas will be excised from existing parks. In
accordance with the government’s policy on excisions from
parks, these are minor and have minimal impact on the
relevant parks. The excisions are:
small areas associated with roads in Dandenong Ranges,
Organ Pipes and the existing Otway national parks, the
existing Angahook-Lorne and Carlisle state parks, and
Cape Liptrap Coastal Park;
small areas which are not required for park purposes in
Dandenong Ranges, Kinglake and Port Campbell
national parks and the existing Angahook-Lorne State
Park; and
boundary corrections to Dandenong Ranges National
Park and the existing Angahook-Lorne State Park which
exclude some areas of freehold and leasehold.
In accordance with section 11 of the National Parks Act, the
National Parks Advisory Council was consulted about the
proposed excisions and has provided advice for tabling in
Parliament. The council does not oppose the proposed
excisions. Attached to its advice are additional details of the
excisions.
Additions to heritage rivers
The bill will add areas to two heritage rivers under the
Heritage Rivers Act. In particular, it will implement the
recommendation in the VEAC’s Angahook-Lorne
investigation final report to extend the Aire Heritage River to
a distance of 200 metres from each bank of the river where it
passes through the Great Otway National Park. The Aire
River is the least modified large river in south-western
Victoria and contains the most rugged river gorge in western
Victoria.
The bill will also extend the Mitchell and Wonnangatta
Heritage River to include part of the area which was added to
the Mitchell River National Park in 2002. This will provide
additional recognition of the river valley upstream of
Angusvale.
Amendments to the Fisheries Act 1995
The government has decided to allow the existing commercial
eel licences to continue in the Great Otway National Park
instead of phasing them out as recommended by VEAC.
Instead, the Fisheries Act will be amended to strengthen the
protection given to national, wilderness and state parks and
reference areas generally. Clauses 29 to 31 will ensure that
any access licence, aquaculture licence or general permit of a
particular type cannot authorise commercial fishing in a
national, wilderness or state park or in a reference area unless
there was an entitlement specified on the licence or permit
immediately before 7 March 2005. This amendment will have
no impact on any existing commercial fishing operation.
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Conclusion
This bill will make a significant contribution to enhancing the
state’s parks system and to establishing a new and sustainable
future for the Otway forests that are so highly valued by the
community.
The creation of the new park areas is accompanied by a
significant boost in funding for the management of parks
system as part of the 2005–06 state budget. This includes an
additional $13.1 million over four years, plus nearly
$3.4 million per year ongoing, specifically for establishing
and managing the new parks in the Otways. Also, the Otways
will benefit from part of an additional $19.3 million allocated
to protecting biodiversity, and $49.4 million for restoring built
assets, in parks across the state.
The Bracks government is proud of its record in protecting
the environment for future generations and helping to create a
more sustainable future for the state. The 13 marine national
parks and 11 marine sanctuaries, the expanded parks in the
box-ironbark region and the proposed new Point Nepean
National Park are all part of a significant legacy for future
generations. This bill continues that tradition and will ensure
that the magnificent native forests of the Otway Ranges, as
well as additional areas around Melbourne, are protected for
future generations.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

SUSTAINABILITY VICTORIA BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated for Ms BROAD (Minister for Local
Government) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
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This bill sets out to further that aim by establishing a new
body — Sustainability Victoria — which will tackle the
sustainability challenge in a more holistic, accessible and
efficient way.
In addition to adopting the previous functions of Sustainable
Energy Authority Victoria and EcoRecycle, Sustainability
Victoria will play a role in sustaining Victoria’s water
resources in relation to households and businesses.
The challenge
The evidence of the world’s leading scientific agencies,
including NASA, the Hadley Centre and the British Met
Office, about the dangers of environmentally unsustainable
behaviour to our planet and future standard of living is
compelling.
They tell us that in just the past decade, carbon dioxide levels
in the world’s atmosphere have risen by as much as they did
during the previous 10 000 years.
Scientists, including Australia’s former Chief Scientist, Robin
Batterham, advise that we need to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions by around 50 per cent by 2050 to avoid dangerous
climate change — that is, greater than a 2 degree Celsius
increase.
World climate records already reveal that the five hottest
planetary years ever recorded have occurred since 1998.
Global warming is a reality. It is happening now. And
Victorians are not immune from its effects.
In a number of landmark studies, our very own CSIRO has
reported on the current and likely future impacts of global
warming on Victoria.
For instance, it predicts that unless global warming is slowed,
Melbourne will lose water due to less rainfall, reduced river
flows and higher temperatures.
The CSIRO’s ‘mid-range’ scenarios project an 8 per cent loss
of average flows by 2020, rising to a loss of 20 per cent by
2050. Combined with population increases, this will place
enormous pressure on our future water resources.
For too long we have treated the environment as an
inexhaustible bounty.

That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:

We have consumed natural resources at a faster rate than they
can naturally replenish.

Becoming more environmentally sustainable is one of the
greatest challenges facing Victorians.

We have considered the needs of today, but not the rights of
future generations.

It is not just a challenge for us, but for all the peoples of the
world.

In Victoria, like many places around the world, we are only
now feeling the consequences of many of these past mistakes.

International agreements — most notably the Kyoto protocol
to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate
Change — have been debated and ratified by national
governments and are gradually — perhaps too gradually —
leading to more environmentally sustainable practices around
the globe.

For example —

State governments share a responsibility to act as well.

Since European settlement began in Victoria in the
1830s approximately 65 per cent of our native
vegetation has been cleared, degrading the quality of
some of our land and waterways.
Inappropriate land use has led to around
670 000 hectares of land being at high risk of becoming
saline and it is estimated that this could more than
double by 2050.
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Forty-four per cent of our native plants and 30 per cent
of our native animals are either extinct or threatened.
We are creating 8 million tonnes of waste a year, half of
which goes into landfill.

All up, our ecological footprint is huge. If everyone on the
planet used as many of the world’s resources as Victorians,
we would need four planets to provide for us.
The enormity of our environmental footprint is a measure of
our responsibility to change.
Facts like these necessitate action.
The vision
In response to the growing public awareness of this issue, in
April 2005, the government released a comprehensive
environmental sustainability framework for Victoria,
accompanied by a ministerial statement to the Parliament.
The framework and statement build on a long and proud
history in Victoria of protecting the environment and moving
towards sustainability. Victoria’s achievements began with
the establishment of the Environment Protection Authority,
which since 1970 has acted as an environmental guardian and
has worked in partnership with business and the community
to improve sustainable practices — in recent times through
establishing sustainability covenants.
The framework and the statement set out the challenges posed
by environmentally unsustainable behaviour and the many
environmental, social and economic benefits that will flow
from adopting more sustainable practices.
They also set out a series of objectives against which
Victorians can measure their progress and establish a series of
principles for government, businesses and the community
generally to guide future decision making.
The framework and the statement had one simple, important
message: we must make sustainability a part of everything we
do if we are to maximise our future economic growth,
maintain our quality of life and protect our unique Victorian
environment.
More precisely the framework and statement set out three
crucial tasks:
1.

we must continue maintaining and restoring our
natural assets;

2.

we must use our resources more efficiently; and

3.

we must reduce our environmental impacts.

Victorians have already made great progress.
Our state now has a world-leading environmental reform
agenda.
We are now starting to use our natural resources more
sensibly and repair the damage we have caused to our natural
assets.
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water conservation and $320 million to ensure clean and
sustainable water supplies for Victoria. Melbourne
households now use an average of 19 per cent less water
than in the 1990s;
we have achieved an historic agreement to boost the
flow of the Snowy River from 6 to 28 per cent;
fifty per cent of waste is now recycled, and diverted
away from landfills, compared to 26 per cent 10 years
ago. Victoria currently leads the world in the recycling
of newspapers;
we have established 13 marine national parks and
11 marine sanctuaries;
we have adopted Melbourne 2030 — a 30-year plan to
protect Melbourne’s livability and manage growth; and
we have set a renewable energy target of 10 per cent by
2010.
Gratifying though those results are, this progress must be
maintained and its pace accelerated.
More needs to be done to change behaviour and make
Victoria even more environmentally sustainable.
More ambitious targets have to be met, which are spelt out in
the environmental sustainability framework — including
targets for reducing Victoria’s climate impact.
States like California in the United States of America have
made commitments to dramatically reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. As good international citizens, it is our duty to do
likewise.
This is the reason why in the ministerial statement
accompanying the framework, the government announced its
intention to establish a new body — Sustainability Victoria,
which merges and replaces two existing state government
agencies — Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria, which
was established by the Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria
Act 1990, and EcoRecycle, which was established by the
Environment Protection (Amendment) Act 1996. The new
body will also have responsibility for improving Victoria’s
sustainable approach to water use in relation to households
and businesses.
The new body is based on the understanding that
environmental choices do not happen in isolation.
The things that save energy are often the same things that
save water, recycle products and cut pollution.
Just as major businesses that take recycling seriously tend not
to have separate bodies looking at reducing energy use,
saving water and recycling, so Victoria will now have a single
body to advise and assist Victorians to live sustainably.
Sustainability Victoria will lead a more holistic approach to
achieving sustainability.
It will work with business and communities to put in place the
programs needed to take a quantum leap forward in the
sustainable management of our natural and built environment.

We have launched the Victorian greenhouse strategy;
we have released a comprehensive water policy — Our
Water Our Future — including 110 new initiatives for

It will be more convenient for business and the public to
access by setting up a one-stop shop for sustainability advice
and assistance.
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And it will deliver these services in a more cost-efficient and
effective manner.
In this way, it will achieve the aims of the environmental
sustainability framework in integrating environmental
sustainability into our everyday lives.
The bill
I now turn to the particulars of the bill.
Purpose
The purpose of the bill is to establish Sustainability Victoria
and provide for it to be the successor in law of the Sustainable
Energy Authority Victoria and EcoRecycle Victoria.
It amends the Environment Protection Act 1970 to repeal the
provisions relating to EcoRecycle Victoria and gives its
functions and powers to Sustainability Victoria.
It repeals the Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria Act
1990.
And also consequentially amends certain other acts.
Principles
The bill sets out a number of principles to guide the decisions
and actions of the new body:
Its decision-making processes should effectively
integrate both long-term and short-term economic,
environmental, social and equity considerations. It is
expected that this principle will take into account issues
of intergenerational equity.
If there are threats of serious or irreversible
environmental damage, lack of full scientific certainty
should not be used as a reason for postponing measures
to prevent environmental degradation. This important
guiding principle is to prevent the outcome desired by
many global warming sceptics, who use the claim that
our scientific knowledge of the causes of global
warming is incomplete to argue that we cannot set limits
to emissions of greenhouse gases. The basis of the bill is
that the overwhelming majority of the world’s scientific
experts accept the reality and danger of global warming
and that in this case, the principle of safety first demands
that we act to reduce emissions.
Sustainability Victoria needs to consider the global
impact of its actions and policies.
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damaging by-products of their goods and services by
including the full costs of pollution, disposal and
recycling into their pricing arrangements. Environmental
bodies around the world today recognise this process —
‘internalising environmental externalities’ — as crucial
to reducing emissions and waste and boosting
sustainability.
And finally, Sustainability Victoria will recognise the
importance of facilitating community involvement in
decisions and actions on issues that affect the
community. This recognises that sustainability requires
significant cultural change in the community. In other
words, it requires the acceptance of the need to be
sustainable and it requires changes in everyday
behaviour — whether that be cutting down on car usage,
using less water in showers and the garden, phasing out
the use of plastic bags or other daily actions.
Objective
Clause 6 of the bill defines the objective of Sustainability
Victoria, which is to facilitate and promote environmental
sustainability in the use of resources.
At this point it is relevant to state that the definition of
‘sustainability’ under which the new body will operate comes
from the World Commission on Environment and
Development (the Brundtland commission) in its 1987 report
Our Common Future, which defined sustainability as:
Development that meets the needs of the present without
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their
own needs.

Functions
Clause 7 of the bill sets out the functions of Sustainability
Victoria.
The functions are broader than the functions of the
Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria and EcoRecycle
Victoria because Sustainability Victoria will take on an
expanded role. Sustainability Victoria will assist all
Victorians to integrate environmental sustainability into their
everyday lives; accelerate progress towards sustainability in
businesses and households; and provide advice on new
technologies and areas of market failure.
For example, its functions include:
facilitating the implementation of environmentally
sustainable measures in all sectors of the Victorian
economy, including local government, business and
households; and

It assumes the development of a strong, growing and
diversified economy will enhance, not hinder,
environmental protection. And it assumes the need for
Victoria to maintain international competitiveness in an
environmentally sound manner. These two principles are
based on the understanding that a more environmentally
sustainable economy will be a long-term source of
economic growth and employment opportunities for
Victoria. Acting sustainably is good for the economy.

Powers

Sustainability Victoria will recognise the need to adopt
cost-effective and flexible policy instruments such as
improved valuation, pricing and incentive mechanisms.
This principle recognises that businesses and individuals
must accept responsibility for the environmentally

Clause 8 of the bill sets out the powers of Sustainability
Victoria. It may do all things necessary or convenient to carry
out its functions, including obtaining and holding intellectual
property rights, including patents, copyrights, trademarks and
registered designs.

encouraging and promoting the development and use of
environmentally sustainable practices, markets,
technologies and industries, including resource
efficiency, energy efficiency, renewable energy and
water.
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Annual business plan
Clause 19 sets out requirements for Sustainability Victoria to
produce an annual business plan, including its budget,
priorities and other matters set out in the bill.
Savings and transitional provisions
And finally, clauses 20 to 25 of the bill set out the savings and
transitional provisions to make Sustainability Victoria the
successor in law to the Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria
and EcoRecycle.
This includes:
details of the transference of responsibility for
regulations, subordinate instruments, other documents
and staff from the old bodies to the new one;
sundry amendments to the Environment Protection Act
1970 and the Electricity Act 2000; and
the repeal of the Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria
Act 1990.
Conclusion
In conclusion, the establishment of Sustainability Victoria, as
proposed in this bill, will make a significant contribution to
the creation of a more sustainable Victoria and contribute to
global sustainability.
Creating the conditions for a sustainable society here in
Victoria will not be easy. The goal will not be reached
overnight. But we must head in this direction. Like all long
journeys it starts with a small step — changing our culture
and behaviour to become more environmentally sustainable.
Sustainability Victoria will help lead us to this goal.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES (FURTHER
AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 September; motion of
Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing).
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER (Silvan) — When
debate was interrupted on this bill last week, I was
endeavouring to explain to members opposite the basis
for the Liberal Party’s opposition to this piece of
legislation, which rests on the part of the legislation that
relates to caravan parks and the reduction in the days
required for a resident to be given permanent tenancy
rights under the legislation from 90 days, which is the
current situation, to 60 days under this legislation. That
is the crux of the opposition’s concern and problem
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with this legislation. The reason we hold that concern is
that we believe it will reduce the ability of caravan park
owners to differentiate, as it were, between residents
and people requiring short-term accommodation, such
as crisis accommodation and transitional housing, and
that that will have the effect of putting more pressure on
the Office of Housing to provide crisis accommodation,
which is in very short supply in Victoria as it is. That
shortage has worsened significantly over the last five to
six years in particular regions and can only be predicted
to increase further, so we see this as a potentially
retrograde step for transitional and crisis
accommodation housing clients.
Caravan park owners claim they are going to face a
greater business risk if residents can claim Residential
Tenancies Act rights after 90 days, and that they would
also be forced in those circumstances in many cases to
demand bonds and more stringent rental history checks
before accepting crisis accommodation clients of this
type and transitional housing clients into their caravan
parks. There is evidence that tenants would therefore be
worse off under the provision, and not better off, by
having the period reduced from 90 to 60 days. That is
of enormous concern to the opposition because that is
the opposite effect to that which the government states
as its intentions in this bill.
Often legislation comes into this place which, by nature
of the way it will operate and the way that organisations
in the community, particularly private sector
organisations, respond to it, results in unintended
consequences such as this. It is of concern to the
opposition that the government has failed to recognise
this despite the fact that the industry has been very clear
about the impact and the active disincentive that it
would have under this particular provision to provide
that type of crisis and transitional accommodation. We
are concerned that the government has chosen to ignore
that advice to the potential detriment of some of the
most disadvantaged people in our community. We
certainly do not want to see that happen.
At present some operators require people to vacate their
residences in caravan parks at the very end of each
three-month period to avoid them having or gaining
tenancy rights under the current legislation. We believe
that under this bill the same thing would occur — there
would be no change in that behaviour, but it would
occur 30 days earlier than it currently does. That would
be a very retrograde step if you are looking for crisis
accommodation. I would have thought that was an
obvious argument for members on the government side
to appreciate.
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Crisis accommodation is not long-term
accommodation. It is transitional. The very nature of it
is short term, and if you are doing something which
militates against the private sector providing that
short-term crisis accommodation, I would have thought
that everybody in this chamber would recognise that
that was a retrograde step. Indeed the government
should have recognised that it would be a retrograde
step when the residential tenancies legislation working
group 2000, which advised the government five years
ago on this issue, said, and I quote from page 18 and
paragraph 2 of that report:

It is important in the context of this debate to note that
any person in this state who takes up accommodation in
any circumstance other than in a caravan park has
tenancy rights from the day they move in and
commence paying rent. There has been a situation until
now where people in caravan parks have not obtained
those rights until they have been residents for 90 days.
This provision is intended to bring that threshold down
to 60 days. It is true to say, to pick up some of the
comments of opposition members, that owners and
managers of caravan parks are not supportive of the
government’s policy position.

Caravan park owners raised concerns that removing the
90-day rule may discourage owners accepting people in need
of emergency accommodation as temporary occupants, who
they would not otherwise risk as long-term residents. In
addition, owners are concerned that removing or reducing the
90-day period would have a detrimental impact on their
ability to operate their business as a tourist park, as it would
compromise their ability to protect the rights of tourists,
would jeopardise future bookings and have far-reaching
economic effects on their business. Tourism is by far the
major focus for the caravan park sector, with less than 10 per
cent of sites devoted to long-term accommodation. Many
owners have submitted that the 90-day period provides
flexibility to both parties, particularly in assessing whether the
occupier is suited to the type of high-density living which is
unique to the caravan park environment. The many caravan
park owners and managers who made a submission to the
working group overwhelmingly supported the retention of the
90-day rule.

It is interesting in the context of the contributions of
Mr Olexander and other members that there has not
been agreement by all stakeholders in the sector on this
matter. In fact, the Tenants Union of Victoria is putting
a strong case to the government that tenants of caravan
parks should be entitled to residential rights from the
first day that they move in. The government has
considered all of the arguments and has taken into
account some of the views put to it by the caravan park
operators. The proposal for a 60-day threshold is clearly
a compromise that will provide some flexibility for
caravan park owners and operators to ensure that they
can accommodate people on a short-term basis outside
of the normal provisions of residential tenancy laws.

The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — I am pleased to contribute
to the bill before the house today — a bill that continues
with this government’s commitment to ensuring we
have a just and reasonable system of residential tenancy
law in this state.
The bill before the house essentially looks at two key
areas — one in relation to rooming houses that
responds to some uncertainty that has arisen in relation
to the decision of Kirkland Fisher v. Aboriginal
Hostels. Essentially that decision resulted in persons
who shared rooms in rooming houses not having the
same residential tenancy rights as a person who has
their own room. This legislation is designed to clarify
that matter and ensure that people who share rooms in
rooming houses do have residential tenancy rights.
The second component of the legislation reintroduces
into this Parliament and inserts into the Residential
Tenancies Act a provision that was first proposed in
2002 and on which the government has always
maintained its policy position — that is, to bring down
from 90 days to 60 days the threshold on when a
resident of a caravan park should obtain tenancy rights.

It is the government’s view that 90 days is unreasonable
and needs to come down. After consideration it is to
come down by 30 days to 60 days. It is not major or
radical change. It is a compromise that has evolved and
developed through the conduct of the working party
that considered the views of all stakeholders and made
recommendations to the minister in 2002. These
positions have now been accepted by the minister. The
government’s policy position has never changed and it
has therefore reintroduced this legislation.
It is disappointing to hear the arguments being put by
opposition members because the only considerations
they have taken into account and the only position they
have articulated are the views of caravan park owners
and operators. Clearly there are two views on this. The
view of the government has been that we should work
through these issues to try to find a reform process that
will give the tenants of caravan parks a little more
security and certainty than they currently have. That is
the process we are going through by changing the
threshold to 60 days.
Hon. A. P. Olexander interjected.
Mr VINEY — Mr Olexander says by interjection
that park operators will move people out after 59 days.
That view demonstrates why this law is necessary. I
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have had discussions with caravan park operators, and I
do not believe that is their attitude. I do not believe for a
minute they will kick people out after 59 days because
we have changed the threshold from 90 days to
60 days. The fundamental issue at stake here is
affordable housing. There are people in our community
who choose to live in caravan parks because they enjoy
that lifestyle, but there are also people who are living in
caravan parks because there is insufficient affordable
housing.
I have consulted with both caravan park operators and
the Tenants Union of Victoria. Ms Carbines and I had a
meeting with David McIver, Robert Brown, Ken Davis
and Stephen Lawler, who are caravan park operators.
After talking through a range of issues we took away a
number of their concerns and spoke with members of
the minister’s office about some of the implementation
issues the operators had raised. We have had and
continue to have an open dialogue and discussion with
the operators. In fact, I remember speaking to
Mr Brown and Mr Davis on the previous tranche of the
legislation. I have also taken the trouble to listen to the
views of the Tenants Union of Victoria, which
represents some caravan park residents. Mr David
Imber, who has written to me, points out in his
correspondence that according to research there are
about 7000 people throughout Victoria living in
caravan parks. It is an interesting figure.
I turn to the impact of the commonwealth government’s
cuts in the commonwealth-state housing agreement in
Victoria. Over the last 10 years we have seen
significant cuts by the commonwealth government. It
has cut about $760 million out of Victoria’s housing
fund. If you do the calculations, you find that is
equivalent to about 5000 families being accommodated
in affordable housing — very close to the number of
people living in caravan parks. There is no question that
there is a need for improvements in affordable housing
in Victoria.
The Victorian government has been delivering on and
putting significant resources into providing affordable
housing in Victoria. In fact, since being elected the
Bracks government has managed to cut the waiting list
by 13 per cent. That cut has been achieved by putting
people into housing, which stands in stark contrast to
the seven years under the Kennett government, when it
ripped into the waiting list by manipulating it and
creating a segmented waiting list — it ripped into that
and did not put additional funding into affordable
housing. There is a stark contrast between the way this
government has been dealing with housing and what
the other side stands for — both what it stood for when
it was in government in Victoria and what the federal
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government is doing in Canberra. The federal
government has manipulated the waiting list and cut
into the commonwealth-state housing agreement
between it and Victoria.
Despite those cuts the Victorian government has been
investing in affordable housing in Victoria and has been
funding at a level over and above its obligations under
that agreement. We have invested more than
$283 million in affordable housing over and above our
obligations under the commonwealth-state housing
agreement. On top of that we have announced an
additional $49.6 million over five years to expand the
supply of social housing. The government’s A Fairer
Victoria outlines the strategic direction it intends to take
in the provision of affordable housing in Victoria by
expanding the supply of social housing with that
$49.6 million. We have also engaged with people in the
private sector to provide new and affordable housing
for low-income families by working in partnership with
builders on VicUrban estates, promoting the outcome
of the current design competition for housing that is
affordable and signing a memorandum of
understanding with the Office of Housing to assist with
providing new and refurbished affordable housing
units. Through Melbourne 2030 we have also
implemented affordable housing actions across
Victoria, and we have ensured that Victoria’s planning
system supports affordable housing objectives.
There is a stark contrast between the approach this
government has taken to affordable housing and the
approach that the conservatives on the other side of this
chamber take. That is why I am more than happy to
support legislation that provides reasonable tenancy law
to people who find themselves needing to go into
caravan park accommodation. It is a reasonable
approach by this government to find a compromise or a
solution that actually gives people a bit more security in
terms of tenancy law in the context of this
government’s significant investment in affordable
housing in the state.
It is interesting that Mr Olexander in his contribution
talked about the muddled response of the government
on this matter. It has been absolutely consistent, clear
and committed to providing reasonable and affordable
housing for people in Victoria. If you go into the
history of housing in this state, it has always been
Labor governments that have invested in affordable
housing. During the period in office of the Cain
government in the 1980s I spent three years as a
representative of tenants of an inner city public housing
estate, working on an estate improvement program
involving substantial upgrades. There is no question —
this government has been delivering. There has been no
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muddled policy approach from us in relation to this
matter. It has been clear. There was a consultative
process. Our policy position was made clear in 2002,
and it is being consistently followed here.
Last Thursday Mr Olexander in his contribution to the
debate said the opposition was not going to oppose this
legislation. He was corrected on several occasions, if
you look at Hansard, by the Honourable Wendy Lovell
who said, ‘We are opposing it’. He said, ‘We are
opposing the legislation if our amendments are not
accepted’. She said, ‘We are opposing’. The muddled
approach has come from over there. Those members
have no reasonable record on public housing or
affordable housing as a result of their cuts to the
commonwealth-state housing agreement. This
government has a proud record. Of course we could do
more. We could do a helluva lot more if the federal
government came to the party and met its obligations
under the commonwealth-state housing agreement and
provided some decent funding to make sure people in
need could have reasonable accommodation. That is
one of the fundamental building blocks of a social, fair
and just society. I commend the bill to the house.
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — My
colleague the Honourable Wendy Lovell put our case
extremely well. The Liberal Party, as she said, is going
to oppose this bill. I was particularly interested in
Mr Viney’s contribution, to which I will come back
later. I refute his statement about the Labor Party
having a monopoly on public housing. That is
completely untrue. If we look at the very good record of
the Kennett government minister, Ann Henderson, you
can see what an excellent job she did in public housing.
There was a high regard by the sector for the work she
did. It is completely untrue to suggest that the Liberal
Party does not care about public housing.
The purpose of this bill is to amend the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997 as it relates to the residents of
rooming houses and caravan parks, to give tenancy
rights to those who share rooming houses with other
people and to shorten the waiting period for rights for
caravan parks tenants under the Residential Tenancies
Act from 90 days to 60 days. This provision was
introduced in a bill in 2002 and many in this chamber
debated the issue. Many of the aspects that were raised
in that bill have not changed since then. It was defeated
by an amendment which was moved by the Liberal
Party and supported by The Nationals and the
Independents, just for the record.
The rooming house section of this bill, it is interesting
to note, has been pre-empted by a court case which put
sharing a room in a rooming house outside the
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protection of the Residential Tenancies Act, unlike
those residents with exclusive occupancy. I will speak
about some of those areas in my own electorate in a
moment. This bill also contends with the issue of
provisions for those tenants who share a room under the
act to prevent rooming house operators from changing
conditions upon which a room is let, particularly the
number of people who may share a room.
I would like to speak about my own electorate of
Monash Province and look at the issue in St Kilda
particularly. It has traditionally been known as an area
that has a significant number of rooming houses. In fact
it is one of the areas that people would go to. There is
an infrastructure in place which supports people in
rooming houses. The Sacred Heart Mission does
excellent work. It feeds over 400 people a day at
lunchtime, many of whom come from rooming houses.
They have a substantial meal at lunchtime and then they
frequently go back to their rooming houses. Often a big
basket of bread is left at the door, and people take it
back for other occupants of the rooming houses. I
commend the mission’s work and note that over the
years the infrastructure in St Kilda and the services
provided by the City of Port Phillip have been wide
reaching and good.
I will put on the record the changes that are happening
in this area. The number of rooming houses has
declined significantly. In 1954 there were
9500 registered rooming houses; in 1981 there were
3438; and in 1992 there were 1386. There has been
significant pressure since 1992 through the
gentrification of St Kilda and the area of Port Phillip. A
number of high net worth individuals have come into
these areas and taken over rooming houses, which have
been redeveloped.
I give the example of the Hollywood Hotel on
Beaconsfield Parade. It was a rooming house for
65 men. Many of those men had alcohol and mental
health problems, but this had been their home for a
significant time. Many of us in this chamber would
perhaps not care to live in circumstances such as these.
It was a privately owned hotel which the owners had
decided to sell and which was to be renovated for
upmarket accommodation. These 65 men had to leave.
Where were they to go? What was to happen to them? I
have to commend the City of Port Phillip and the Office
of Housing for helping to relocate these people and for
being as sensitive as they could be. Relocating the men
posed an interesting problem. They had always lived in
that area, but it was not possible to provide them with
public housing because it had become so expensive
there. Many of those occupants were sent to a caravan
park in an outer Dandenong area.

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES (FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL
772

COUNCIL

At that time, a couple of years ago now, the caravan fee
for those people would have been in the vicinity of
$140 a week, which is quite considerable when you put
on top of that the uncertainty these people felt on
moving from an area which they knew and which had
familiar infrastructure to an area they did not know. At
$140 it was quite an expensive move, given that they
did not have certainty of tenure. I have to say it was a
very disruptive time for them.
Former Kennett government minister Ann Henderson
initiated a program of public-private housing in the
Regal Centre in Fitzroy Street, St Kilda. This is an
excellent facility which has a section for people such as
the rooming house occupants I spoke with from the
Hollywood Hotel and many people who may have been
homeless but who now have wonderful and very
pleasant surroundings in which to live. At the front of
this facility is quite expensive private housing, so there
are innovative ways in which councils and others can
make things better for people who need public housing
and who are going to have to live in inner suburbs. I
charge the government with looking more closely at
what it can do to create innovative programs.
When you look at the tenor of this bill you see that it
tries to protect people who are going into caravan parks
and residents who are being evicted after a certain
length of time. It seems to be back to front. I do not
think the government has looked carefully enough at
the real issues there, which are just as I have explained
and outlined within my own area. We are facing an
inner city gentrification. We are finding there is
pressure on developers to make the areas that have been
traditionally for low-cost housing and rooming houses
into areas of high development for expensive housing.
The government has misread this. Its emphasis on
people living in caravan parks should have been on
making a much greater effort to ensure that people did
not have to go to caravan parks in the first place. Public
housing should be provided so that people do not have
to seek this type of accommodation at all.
Likewise with joint occupancy in rooming houses. I am
not certain how many people in this chamber have
visited rooming houses but I would like to pass on the
personal experience of someone in my electorate who
came to this country from Romania. She lived in a
rooming house in St Kilda with several other people. It
was close to a notorious brothel and she felt intimidated
when she got off the train. She was a household cleaner
and absolutely scrupulous in her personal hygiene and
the way she lived. She had to share a bathroom, and she
was terrified because she was never certain whether one
of the male occupants of the rooming house would
break into the bathroom. She had to share the kitchen
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with people who were not as scrupulously hygienic as
she was. She was miserable. She put all her personal
belongings on top of her wardrobe. She had married an
Australian, but that had become an abusive relationship.
She had kept a sort of glory box in her room and was
always afraid that when she went out someone would
break into her room and steal these things that she had
collected at sales from various stores. She never went to
the communal rooms because she felt so intimidated
and overwhelmed by the other people there. For this
type of person, and other people in similar vulnerable
positions, sharing rooms should not even be
contemplated.
I charge the Office of Housing to have a closer look at
adequate housing for those in our community who need
it most. Caravans are not the answer; nor is sending
homeless people like the people from the Hollywood
Hotel to live in these areas. It is simply not acceptable.
One of the last points that I want to put on the record is
the issue of the number of elderly citizens who live in
caravan parks. I know from my shadow portfolio of
aged care that there are up to 10 000 people across
Victoria who live in caravan parks and 55 per cent of
them are elderly citizens. I have spoken here before of
people who retire. At the moment the average amount
of superannuation accumulated by people who are
retiring is only $35 000. For people who are retiring in
their early 60s that is not going to go very far. There is a
trend for people to sell their assets — their main asset
being their home — to buy a caravan and travel around
Australia. They are called the SADs, which stands for
see Australia and die. When they come back from their
travels they have nowhere to live, so they go to caravan
parks. This legislation is going to increasingly impact
upon those people.
The baby boomers are about to hit retirement so it is
imperative for this government to look into the trends
that are ahead and ensure that it make appropriate plans
for the enormous bubble that is going to happen right
across this state.
There has been a massive move — and it will
increase — from caravan parks being mainly for tourist
options to being a viable permanent home. It is not
good enough. In my capacity as shadow minister for
ageing and carers I spoke to Jeff Fiedler, a tenancy
advice worker at the Housing for the Aged Action
Group. He wanted to comment on this bill, and I want
to put it on the record for him. He said the bill:
Is very unfair.
That is absolutely appalling.
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Why shouldn’t caravan park residents have the same rights as
other tenants in Victoria?
Why should they have to wait 60 days until they get support
under the Residential Tenancies Act?
Creates a great deal of fear and anxiety amongst elderly
citizens.
It is an issue of serious concern for us.

It is an issue of serious concern for elderly people and
occupants of caravan parks, but it is also an enormous
problem for caravan park owners. This is the issue that
the Liberal Party has with this bill. Why should caravan
park operators and private operators have to be in the
position of providing public housing for people whom
this government is not treating adequately? In fact this
government, in a cavalier manner, is ignoring their
needs and the public housing pressure that exists.
Caravan park owners claim they will face a greater
business risk if residents can claim Residential
Tenancies Act rights after 60 days and that they will be
forced to demand bonds and more stringent mental
history checks before accepting crisis accommodation
and transitional housing clients.
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Labor government shies away from. This determination
and commitment to fairness is more than demonstrated
in the bill before us today.
The bill has two important parts. The first one is to
strike that balance of rights and responsibilities between
landlords and tenants in shared rooms in rooming
houses; and the second part of the bill addresses the
balance of rights and responsibilities between caravan
park operators and long-term tenants. The bill will
improve the security of tenure for people living in all
forms of long-term accommodation and will protect the
rights of low-income Victorians who use rooming
houses and caravan parks as permanent
accommodation. I have had many people come to my
office over the years complaining about their landlords
and the way they have been treated. I have also spoken
to landlords about their concerns. On occasions there
are tenants from hell, and vice versa. One of those
stories was highlighted recently in the Geelong
Advertiser. It was about tenants who did not uphold
their part of the bargain. But at the same time landlords
do have the upper hand most of the time, especially in
the area that this bill deals with.

I have given an example of people in my own
electorate. I have also given an example of people who
are now retiring, and there is an increasing number of
them. I charge the government with going back to the
drawing board. It should go back and have a closer look
at this. It should look at the fundamental issues. It
should look at the pillars behind this particular piece of
legislation. It should look at the trends in this state and
the pressures on affordable housing. In fact I dispute
thoroughly Mr Viney’s assertion that only a Labor
government can provide public housing. We are seeing
this Labor government ignoring the public housing
needs to the extent that I have outlined. I would have to
say that the former Kennett government, under then
minister Ann Henderson, did an excellent job in public
housing. This government should go back to the
drawing board and have a closer look at this. I agree
with the Liberal Party in opposing this bill.

As I said, this bill has two main focuses. Firstly, it
provides residency rights to residents of shared rooms
in rooming houses; and secondly, it reduces from
90 days to 60 days the period that a resident of a
caravan park needs to wait before accruing rights under
the Residential Tenancies Act. I do not like to make
assumptions about people’s lives, but I would say that a
large percentage of people who seek to live
permanently in a caravan park are at the lower end of
the socioeconomic scale and as such are some of the
most vulnerable people in our society. That is why this
bill before us today is so important to them. The
provisions in this bill aim to reinforce this
government’s commitment to improving tenure security
for people living in all forms of long-term
accommodation, and particularly the rights of
low-income earners.

Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — I am happy to
speak today in support of the Residential Tenancies
(Further Amendment) Bill. I have said on many
occasions in this place that a good government is a
government that cares for the disadvantaged in our
society. This bill will assist those that need the
assistance the most. Much of the work in this chamber
is in trying to strike a balance in our society, weighing
up the needs of our community as a whole and the
needs of the individual. It is not always an easy thing to
do, but this type of work — and hard work, by the
way — and consultation are not things that the Bracks

People who seek to rent a house or a flat have the law
beside them. If fully informed they will know that they
have basic rights which allow them to live in a house
for an agreed period of time and the conditions of that
tenure. Unfortunately up until now people living in
rooming houses and caravan parks have had limited or
no security of tenure. We as a government understand
that rooming houses and caravan parks are the
permanent homes of a lot of Victorians and as such
those people should have the same basic rights as other
tenants across the state. Rooming houses provide an
essential interface between homelessness and lower
cost accessible housing, which is not duplicated by any
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other form of housing. Many of the people who reside
in rooming houses are among the most vulnerable and
marginalised in the community and are often faced with
a choice between a shared room and homelessness.
The bill will improve security of tenure for rooming
house tenants in relation to shared accommodation.
Previously owners could make changes to the sharing
arrangements without the consent of residents. This will
now change. The provisions of the bill will require
rooming house owners to notify new residents in
writing prior to their beginning residency whether they
will have to share a room or have exclusive use of the
room. Owners will need to get consent from existing
residents of a room before being able to change the
capacity of a room, and a reduction in rent will be
required when room capacity is changed. This will not
affect people renting caravans or using caravan parks
on a temporary basis. It will only give long-term tenants
of shared rooms and caravans more security.
I understand that the Tenants Union of Victoria wants
to wipe out the waiting period altogether, while the
Victorian Caravan Parks Association wants to keep it at
the current level of 90 days. The association is
concerned about the impact on the management of its
businesses and the reduction of differentiation between
residents and people seeking short-term flexible
accommodation. I am confident that this bill achieves a
fair balance between the rights and responsibilities of
both tenants and landlords; and importantly, it
reinforces the Bracks government’s commitment to
improving the tenancy rights of low-income Victorians
and families.
We saw an extraordinary contribution last week by the
lead speaker for the opposition. Actually she was the
lead letter reader for the opposition. I think she read out
some four or five letters, three of which I understand
were from the same person to three different people.
I just cannot understand what the problem is. The only
change basically is that people will have rights.
Hon. D. K. Drum interjected.
Hon. J. H. EREN — The only change — and
Mr Drum is not in his place — is that residents of such
accommodation will now accrue the same rights, and
instead of 90 days the waiting period is 60 days. I do
not see anything wrong with that. I just think there is a
real ideological divide here. It is something to do with
the Liberals and the haves and the have-nots. This is a
purely ideologically driven argument. They want one
law for the Liberals and The Nationals but a separate
law for other people who are disadvantaged, and I think
that is just wrong.
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Mr Olexander said the government had not listened to
all relevant feedback regarding this piece of legislation.
The government has listened. It is just that we have
listened to all sides, not just the caravan park owners.
That is half the problem. You have to take into account
the views of all the people involved — all the
stakeholders. I must admit that this bill probably does
not suit the caravan park owners, but a government has
to look after the disadvantaged in our community.
I will refer to Hansard of 6 May 1988 and what was
said by Mr Hayward, the then member for Prahran. He
is reported as saying:
The opposition does not like the bill. I shall summarise the
reasons why the opposition does not like the bill and then turn
to the specific issues. Firstly, the opposition does not like the
bill because it excessively regulates the industry. Secondly,
the bill will deter investment in caravan parks and thus limit
or reduce the amount of accommodation in caravan parks.
Thirdly, it will … harm those whom it is supposed to assist.

The bill being debated then, the Caravan Parks and
Movable Dwellings Bill, was pretty similar to the bill
before us today. Further, Mr Hayward is reported as
stating:
… this intervention will add considerably to the cost of
establishing and operating caravan parks and inevitably that
cost will be passed on to the residents. It will also come at a
high price to the community.

That was some 17 years ago — and the world did not
collapse around the caravan parks back then. The
opposition has not changed much in 17 years and is still
opposing similar provisions. The world will not
collapse around caravan parks in the next 20 years. The
opposition underestimates the capacity of the people
who run caravan parks. They will survive. This is a
good and decent bill. The state government has broadly
consulted on the issue and has tried to find a middle
ground. I commend the bill to the house.
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I rise to
make a contribution to the Residential Tenancies
(Further Amendment) Bill. I do not know whether I am
or not, but I may be one of the few members of this
house who has lived long term in both residential
accommodation and caravan parks. That does not
indicate a particular lifestyle, but in my teens and early
20s I was a member of an engineering team that went
from place to place installing broadcast equipment in
country and city television stations. We had to access
the equipment at night-time — we were able to work
only from about 7.00 p.m. until 6.00 a.m. — and the
accommodation in those rural towns and cities was of
limited nature at that time. I was also much younger
then.
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I found this to be a very difficult experience from an
accommodation point of view. I have a huge amount of
genuine sympathy and compassion for those people
who have lived and live today in residential tenancies
such as boarding houses and so forth. A room I once
had in Brisbane at a place called Red Hill was next to
the laundry. I was given that room because I was not
there during the night-time; I do not know the real
reason, but I can tell members it is no fun living in such
residential tenancies, as I did for about six years. I
found the people to be very, very fine people who were
in difficult circumstances. Such people need
community support. They are often on quite low
incomes and in very modest financial circumstances
and they need compassion and assistance. During the
years I was in residential tenancies I met many fine
people who were having a great deal of difficulty
getting by, and I am sure that in the years since nothing
much has changed. I am pleased to say that I consider
the slight improvement in the circumstances of people
in rental accommodation in boarding houses and
residential tenancies that will be provided through this
bill is a good thing.
The government should take the advice of my
colleague the Honourable Andrea Coote, whom I
would like to congratulate on a thoughtful and
compassionate presentation. The points she made were
based both on her knowledge of her electorate and the
people in it and on the work I know she has done in
past years as a member of the aged care and housing
committee of the Liberal Party. I listened very carefully
to her advice, and if the government were to take that
advice it would be doing itself a very good service.
The provision in the bill that will give people in shared
rooms protection under the Residential Tenancies Act is
a wise and helpful move. I do not know how many
honourable members have visited some of these places,
but I can assure them that often they are not very
pleasant. It is a difficult way of living for people of very
modest means. Sometimes the people are there under
circumstances they wish were different. The fact is that
a significant number of people are experiencing
housing problems, and the pressures on the owners and
operators of rooming houses and residential tenancies
are becoming much greater because of increases in
property values and other economic drivers. It is a
cause for concern that this may result in a decision to
close down or change the operating mechanisms of
these places. Anything the state government can do to
improve the overall quality of the facilities in rooming
houses and residential tenancies and the welfare,
security and circumstances of residents would be a very
good thing.
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I personally suggest to the government that this could
be an opportunity for it to find an ongoing way of
regularly contacting and working with the owners and
operators of these residential tenancies and rooming
houses to find an economic and supportable way of
improving the quality of residences which at times is
quite marginal. Anyone who has a knowledge of these
places, as I and the Honourable Andrea Coote do,
would suggest to the government that anything that can
be done to improve the quality of the facilities in which
some of these disadvantaged people are living would be
a very good and supportable thing.
Turning to the provision in the bill relating to caravan
parks, from about December 1982 until about October
1983 — I am pretty sure they were the months — I
lived in a caravan park at Frankston. It was not by
choice but through the circumstance that I had sold my
house and was waiting for the then Hastings shire to
connect essential services to where I now live in
Somerville. I found living in the caravan park at
Frankston to be quite an interesting experience. I met
some excellent people — fine people. Only on very few
occasions were there circumstances that one would not
enjoy.
Overall at that time I found that living in a caravan park
was interesting and quite informative. It was very
educational and gave me an appreciation of the way
many people in caravan parks live. By and large the
people who lived near us at the Frankston caravan park
were friendly people, and the management went to a
great deal of trouble to make sure that everyone was
able to have a satisfactory residential experience there.
But I did notice there were several classifications, if I
could use that word, of people in the caravan park.
There were the people who were there like us, who
were just wanting safe and secure housing and an
allotment for their caravans for short-term stays; there
were tourists; and there were people who were in
difficult financial circumstances. In retrospect I was
pleased to see that they were given a lot of thoughtful
attention and support by the then owners of the caravan
park.
In caravan parks, particularly like the large one we were
in, you have quite a variety of people. Not all people
who live in caravan parks are on baseline or extremely
modest incomes. That certainly would not have been
the case with my wife and me at the time, and there
were several others in that caravan park at the time —
people who were touring around Australia — who had
very high incomes. I hope when I buy a caravan in the
future I do not become a SAD — see Australia and die;
my wife and I intend to be members of the SAL
group — see Australia and live. We intend to go to
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caravan parks in the future and I am looking forward to
that under those tourist circumstances.
I have in my electorate most of the Mornington
Peninsula and the Phillip Island area and, as honourable
members would know, a significant number of quite
large caravan parks. The caravan park population on the
Mornington Peninsula and the number of people using
caravan parks on Phillip Island, particularly in the
summer months, are very high. The population requires
use of those caravan parks for recreation and it is a very
intensive use of those facilities. Like my earlier
suggestion to honourable members that a typical
caravan park is made up of a wide variety of people and
circumstances, that is the case here as well.
The bill is in its intent quite interesting because it puts
more responsibility onto the owners, operators and
managers of caravan parks to make very delicate and
difficult evaluations of the personality and performance
in a societal mode of people who are resident in
caravan parks. I found after having lived in a caravan
park for almost a year that for many weeks things could
go very quietly and then suddenly World War III would
erupt because of some unforeseen circumstance. It does
not matter much whether it is 60, 90 or 120 days: if
something is going to go bad, it will go bad. That is
based on the retrospective thoughts of the experiences
that my wife and I had in the Frankston area such a
long time ago — in the early 1980s.
We need to be aware of very different circumstances in
our economy today which are driving a fulsome and
much needed review of caravan park circumstances —
that is, that the cost of housing is becoming even less
affordable for the average person; the requirements for
housing are becoming more difficult to achieve for
people of modest financial circumstances; and there is a
growth in the number of people who for transit and
tourism purposes need access to quality and acceptable
caravan accommodation. With the growth in land
values it was very difficult for caravan operators to
move forward until recently when the state government
reviewed and changed the land tax treatment of caravan
parks. When the government did change its treatment
of land tax it was very helpful to the community.
A large number of people associated with caravan parks
have a big investment in land and facilities. Over a long
period of time those owners, managers and operators
have provided a credible community service and often
at quite low financial return to themselves. An honest
and complete review of the economic return on those
caravan parks would show that they have been quite
responsible in their profitability treatment of their
tenants and the way they conduct their businesses. I am
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a very strong supporter of caravan parks and the
facilities that they provide. I also believe caravan parks
have a history, and a very positive history — —
Hon. J. H. Eren interjected.
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN — I am supporting caravan
parks, Mr Eren because I believe they perform a very
worthwhile service to our community. Therefore I am
concerned that if caravan park owners and operators tell
us that they are not happy with something it has to be
given very full and complete consideration. Their
history over many decades has been a responsible one.
The history of caravan parks shows they have made a
very worthwhile contribution to our community.
Caravan parks will continue to provide that under
difficult economic circumstances. I am concerned that
the Victorian Caravan Parks Association is saying to us
that it is not happy with the bill and I respect its advice.
On the basis that caravan park operators are people with
acknowledged skills and contributions, it makes me
very concerned about some provisions the government
is trying to put through in this bill.
Hon. C. D. HIRSH (Silvan) — I rise to speak on
this bill and bring to it a strong, personal interest in
housing over many years. The first speech I ever made
in another place in 1985 was on the Residential
Tenancies Act that a committee of party policy people
had developed over previous years. In fact the Liberal
Party, which hated tenants then and still does, knocked
it back. While I was in Parliament the Liberal Party
knocked back every piece of legislation concerning
tenancy that the then government put up.
In 1985 in the upper house the bill that had been passed
in the lower house was decimated by the then Liberal
and National parties, which had the numbers. It was a
pro-landlord, anti-tenant attitude then, and it still exists.
It was expressed in Mr Bowden’s speech just now. He
said, ‘Yes, I like caravan parks’, and he then spoke with
great pleasure about caravan parks. But it turns out it is
the caravan park proprietors not the people who live in
them who have his support and approbation. As far as
people who run caravan parks go, Mrs Coote
mentioned land tax. Land tax has now been abolished
for caravan parks, which gives owners a great fillip in
running their businesses.
However, this bill is a tenancy bill, a bill about tenants
and for tenants. The rooming-house aspect is useful in
that it clarifies the position of tenants living in shared
rooms. I do not know how many people have lived in
shared rooms. I remember that back in my student and
early teaching days I used to live in a shared room. I
would not like to do it anymore, not with someone I did
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not know well, because you had to have a divide up the
middle of the room in case the other person was either
tidier or less so than you were. Sharing a room is not
the ideal way to go. But if you cannot afford anything
else and you are going to share a room, it is good to
have the same tenancy rights as people in single rooms.
It is important that everyone have proper and decent
tenancy rights. If we do not have secure housing, we
cannot do anything else because we are too busy
worrying about the basic need for shelter.
On shelter, one of the issues with housing is that it is
considered more for its investment potential than its
shelter potential. That is where tenants rights are
absolutely crucial. If you are living somewhere and you
are likely to be kicked out at any time, you cannot enjoy
and move along with the rest of your life because you
are insecure and worried about what might happen
next. For a caravan park resident who is going to be
living there or wants to live there perhaps because they
have nowhere else to live, or with an older person —
often I find in the caravan parks in my electorate a lot
of the tenants are older men who for some reason or
another do not have a partner and are not managing
very well financially — that 90 days is a very insecure
time because they can be thrown out at any stage during
that time. Mr Olexander referred to the fact that
previously a caravan park owner might throw people
out after 89 days and they would be far worse off now
because the owner will be throwing them out after
59 days! That is neither what it should be nor what it is
about. I believe strongly there should be no waiting
period, and that a person who wants to live in a caravan
park should be able to have tenancy rights from day
one.
Ms Lovell argued in an informal manner that caravan
park residents would then have to pay a bond. In fact
the act does not preclude a landlord from charging a
bond. The bond and relocation scheme should be
expanded to ensure that anyone who is required to pay
a bond and who is not using it again and again can get
hold of that bond, can borrow or have a grant of a bond
and relocation money from the community sector, from
the public purse, so they can afford to have tenancy
rights in a caravan park from day one. While 60 days is
an improvement on 90 days, 30 days would be an
improvement on 60 days and no waiting period at all
would be an improvement. Members should bear in
mind that at any time a caravan park owner can remove
a problematic tenant whether or not they have
permanent residency. The caravan park operators can
manage their businesses to ensure — —
Hon. D. K. Drum — That is what the whole debate
is about! They cannot get rid of them.
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Hon. C. D. HIRSH — That is absolute nonsense! If
a tenant is causing difficulty there are means by which
that tenant can be removed. If the caravan park owner
requires the caravan or the space, the tenant can be
given notice. Generally immediate removal is not
undertaken or is not allowed because the person will be
on the streets, but if there are problems, the Residential
Tenancies Act enables these things to happen. I think it
is just that landlords and owners would like total
control over their property so that they can decide when
a tenant can go, straightaway or tomorrow or the next
day, whether the tenant will have alternative
accommodation or not.
When speaking on these bills people always cite the
exceptional example of the tenant who wrecks the joint.
Everyone can dredge up a story about a tenant who
wrecks a joint. This is not what tenancy law is about. It
is about ordinary people wanting some sort of security
of tenure in the place where they live. I think one
problem that occurred historically was that public
housing used to be funded heavily under the
commonwealth-state housing agreement. That was
prior to the 1980s. In the past public housing was the
main way in which housing for low-income people was
provided. It was first started in Victoria by the former
State Bank in the 1930s, I think, during the Depression.
I do not know the exact year, but that is where the
public housing concept first came in. Instead of funding
states to build public housing, the commonwealth
government started giving rent assistance to people to
work — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Pullen is out of his
place.
Hon. D. McL. Davis — You signed off on that.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr David Davis!
Hon. C. D. HIRSH — Thank you, President, for
your protection in allowing me to continue speaking.
Hon. D. McL. Davis — It is a very sensitive topic.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr David Davis!
Mr Smith — Are your ears painted on?
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Smith is also not
in his place.
Hon. C. D. HIRSH — Historically that is what
happened with public housing. It was proper, cost-rent
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public housing funded by the State Bank at the behest
of the state government. It was very good housing.
I will briefly go on with the history of public housing.
In the 1980s the commonwealth began giving people
on low incomes rent assistance to live in private rental
accommodation instead of directly funding state
governments to build public housing. From then on
public housing became simply a small welfare tenure,
which is a great sadness in Australian society today —
the fact that public housing is simply a welfarised
tenure rather than a proper alternative tenure that people
can choose. In many European countries half or more
residents live in rental housing. It is secure
accommodation, and it is the norm. The money that in
Australia would be used to pay mortgages is invested in
things other than housing. Housing is considered to
basically be shelter rather than an investment.
It would have been a good thing had Australia
continued to fund public housing rather than moving
into rent assistance for the private rental market. I do
not believe that has helped, and I believe it is one of the
reasons why we have an enormous shortage of
affordable housing. The state government is doing as
much as it can to improve the situation. When
constituents come into my electorate office with
nowhere to live, I am able to find them emergency
housing through the Office of Housing, and it is very
good indeed. At the moment one gentleman with a
disability — he has multiple sclerosis — is having a
house purpose built for him and his carer so that he will
have security of tenure for the rest of his life at an
affordable rent. That is what we should be providing.
Over the last 25 years the state government has
certainly done a lot more than previous state
governments and commonwealth governments — and I
speak about both sides of commonwealth
governments — which have moved the low-income
housing dollar from public housing to private housing.
A 60-day period before those living in caravan parks
are considered residents is better than a 90-day period,
and certainly it is important for tenants sharing a room
in a rooming house to have tenancy protection. On
those grounds I will support the bill even though it is
not ideal and does not go as far as I would like to see it
go. However, it is an improvement on what there was
before.
Mr SOMYUREK (Eumemmerring) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to make a contribution in support of
the Residential Tenancies (Further Amendment) Bill
2005. The bill will improve the security of tenure of
people living in long-term accommodation and will
protect the rights of low-income Victorians. It will
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improve tenure security for rooming house and caravan
park residents by improving recourse to legislative
redress should a residency dispute arise.
I read with interest in Hansard the contributions of
members of the Legislative Assembly to debate on this
bill, and I have listened with interest to the preceding
speakers on this bill. The comment people make about
contemporary politics is that there is no difference
between the two major parties. That applies in Australia
and the United States and around the Western World in
general. There is no point of differentiation. People
package things up and product differentiate but there is
no real, deep, philosophical differentiation between
major parties. What I say to these people is: have a look
at this bill and you will see clearly the philosophical
divide which still exists between the Australian Labor
Party and the opposition parties.
Opposition members oppose the bill. Their opposition
is predicated on supporting the owners of capital. In
contrast, Labor members seek to balance the interests of
capital with those of tenants. Members opposite reflect
a viewpoint where the consumer is protected by the
phrase ‘let the buyer beware’ and there should be little
or no interference in contracts between a seller and a
buyer. In short, the opposition is on the side of the
seller, who is usually the owner of capital. That is not to
say that you cannot be on the side of the buyer but you
need to stand back a little bit and come to a considered
opinion. I believe members opposite are confusing the
concept of the benefits of market capitalism with
support for the organised owners of capital. They are
distinct concepts. We do not have a problem with
market capitalism. In fact, we all reap the benefits of
market capitalism. However, you have to be able to
critically analyse the interests of the owners of capital.
While the government understands the need to balance
the interests of buyers and sellers, and most importantly
the need to protect the interests of the weakest members
of our community, buyer beware as a concept does not
provide a blanket guarantee that most members of our
community will be protected. Government has an
important role to play in ensuring that a fair market
operates.
I firmly believe that society should be judged not by its
wealth alone but also by the way it treats its poorest and
most disadvantaged people. Housing is a fundamental
need in our society. Many of those who live in rooming
houses and caravan parks are unable to access more
traditional forms of housing. These are exactly the sort
of people who require the intervention of the state in
order to ensure a fair outcome is brought about. With
essential services like housing there is a strong role for
state intervention in the market. In the case of rooming
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houses and caravan parks, I believe the state should
intervene to provide processes outside of simple
contract law which allow both residents and owners to
resolve disputes.
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Committee
Clause 1

In conclusion, this bill aims to reinforce the
government’s commitment to improving tenure security
for people living in all forms of long-term
accommodation and protecting the rights of
low-income families. I commend the bill to the house.

Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — The purpose of this bill is to put some
balance in there for the most vulnerable of tenants. In
considering the amendments and the bill that has been
brought before the Parliament, there was considerable
concern about ensuring that that balance was right. We
believe we have a balance between the right of the
tenant — and in this case we are talking about the most
vulnerable of tenants — and the right of the landlord. In
doing so we believe we have secured real tenants’
rights for the most vulnerable of people in the most
vulnerable of circumstances, whilst respecting the right
of the landlord to be able to ensure that their tenant mix
is an appropriate mix for their particular site. As we go
through the clauses I will explain that in more detail,
but I would like members to be aware that this is about
striking a balance. It is not about one side winning out
over the other. It is about striking a balance between the
right of a tenant and a right of a landlord.

House divided on motion:

Clause agreed to; clauses 2 and 3 agreed to.

Regulation of the housing market has a long history in
Victoria. Many members may not have stayed in
rooming houses but in debate in the lower house and
this place a lot of members indicated that they have
stayed at least one night in a caravan park. During their
stays in caravan parks I suggest members pick up a
book called The Land Boomers which outlines
corruption centred on the housing market in Victoria
during the 1880s and 1890s. Sadly, many crooks and
rogues in that era were able to reinvent themselves as
the Melbourne establishment. It is a good book to read
and a great way to spend the summer hours.

Ayes, 21
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs (Teller)
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr
Hilton, Mr
Hirsh, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
McQuilten, Mr

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

Noes, 17
Atkinson, Mr
Baxter, Mr
Bishop, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.

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

Theophanous, Mr

Hall, Mr

Pair
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.

Clause 4
The CHAIR — Order! Ms Lovell to move her
amendment 1, which is a test for her amendment 2,
which she can foreshadow.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I move:
1.

Clause 4, page 3, line 7, omit ‘109A”;’ and insert
‘109A”.’.

In doing so I would like to talk to not only
amendments 1 and 2 standing in my name, but also a
little to amendment 3 because that really goes to the
heart of these amendments. The reason that the Liberal
Party is moving these amendments is that the
government is seeking to decrease the qualifying period
for a person to gain residency status in a caravan park
from 90 days to 60 days. We all know that this
provision was first introduced as part of a bill in 2002.
This clause was defeated in that bill by the Liberal
Party, the Independents and The Nationals. We were
strongly opposed to it at that time and remain strongly
opposed to it. Not only that, but caravan park owners
were also strongly opposed to it in 2002 and they
remain strongly opposed to it. That is because the
government first tried to bring this in as a range of
amendments that came from recommendations from
the residential tenancies legislation working group in
2000. A quick look at that report clearly identifies on
page 18 that owners were strongly opposed to the
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reduction from 90 days to 60 days for the qualifying
period of residential status, and also page 20 of that
report clearly identifies that an unanimous agreement
could not be reached on that issue. This is certainly not
something that was wholeheartedly endorsed by that
working party, and it is not something that should have
been included as part of the original bill or as part of
this bill.

what the government wants to achieve. As the minister
said, it is about the most vulnerable tenants. We believe
it will lead to those people being put in a more
vulnerable situation because they may be asked to leave
at the 59-day period. Caravan park owners should not
be put in the position of having to ask these people to
leave at that period. That is why we are opposing the
bill.

The park owners have notified the Liberal Party that
there has been very little change in their industry since
2002; in fact they say that nothing has changed in their
industry since 2002. Again, they say that there has been
no further consultation by the government relating to
reducing the qualifying period from 90 days to 60 days.
The Victorian Caravan Parks Association wrote to us
saying that it had not been invited to consult with the
government on this issue since the outcomes of the
2000 working group, nor has any new evidence come
to light that would indicate that the definition of a
resident in the Residential Tenancies Act should be
altered in any way. The reduction from 90 days to
60 days could quite easily be very detrimental to these
people.

Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — This is an important issue. There is no
waiting period in any other form of tenancy because
people are immediately covered under the provisions of
the Residential Tenancies Act. In this instance there is a
gap of 90 days currently and it is proposed to bring it
down to 60 days. The rationale for the difference was to
allow caravan park owners an ability to manage their
business and the mix within their business to assure
themselves that the people they are bringing in would
fit within the caravan park environment. Some leniency
was given to them that is not given to anyone else
because of the transient nature of people in caravan
parks. Ms Lovell’s argument puts caravan park owners
in a very bad light, which suggests that they are not
really interested in the most vulnerable of those tenants.
In fact they want to chuck them out as soon as possible.

Hon. J. H. Eren — No, it won’t.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — Mr Eren says it will not;
but, Mr Eren, have you spoken to the park owners in
your own electorate because I have spoken — —
The CHAIR — Order! Ms Lovell, through the
Chair.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — Park owners are telling us
that it will be detrimental to these people because park
owners will be less likely to take on those people who
are wanting short-term accommodation, and they will
be more likely to ask people to leave when they reach
the 59-day period, thereby preventing them from
gaining residential status. It will also mean they will not
have the full 90 days they have now to enjoy the
accommodation that they have acquired in that caravan
park.
This bill will affect some of the most vulnerable tenants
in our society, as the minister said, but it will be
because park owners will be less likely to take on those
who need crisis accommodation due to a family
break-up or those who need short-term accommodation
when they are relocating and looking for work or for a
permanent place to live. Park owners have described
this as legislation by stealth. They know the
government has the numbers and has introduced this
provision without any further consultation with park
owners. The Liberal Party believes this will not achieve

Let me make it clear that there is no provision in the
current act that says that you must chuck someone out
of their accommodation once they reach 89 days, or, in
the new provisions, 59 days. There is no provision that
says you have to do that; all it says is that they have full
protection of the legislation after that period if they do
not have it before. In some instances in caravan parks
caravan park owners have chosen to implement full
protection under the Residential Tenancies Act
immediately, have obtained a bond for that purpose and
have given residents full protection. The light that
Ms Lovell paints is that caravan park owners want to
get rid of these people as quickly as possible and
therefore the provisions in the act should remain at
90 days. If you are using that argument then you would
do away with a limit altogether — if it is good enough
for every other tenant why is it not good enough for
those who are in caravan parks?
The reason we have gone for a balanced approach and
brought it down to 60 days is that we believe within
60 days caravan park owners can balance the needs of
their businesses, can take that into account, assess the
suitability of their tenants, if that is what they want to
do, and give them the opportunity to make those
judgments. We have done that because we have
listened to what the Victorian Caravan Parks
Association has been saying. If we had not listened we
may have dispensed with any waiting period and put
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them in the same position, which is what the Tenants
Union of Victoria wanted, of no waiting period
whatsoever. We believe this provision is a balanced
response to the needs of tenants and caravan park
owners.

for utilities such as gas and electricity if the room is
shared. I need some clarification whether it reads as I
understand it reads, or whether there are aspects to the
act that enable boarding houses to recover those fees in
another way.

I will perhaps go through this in greater detail later, but
there are provisions that once someone is fully covered
under the Residential Tenancies Act a caravan owner
can take action against someone in the caravan park
who is not suitable because they are disruptive or
putting other people or property at risk. There are
protections for caravan park owners. This is legislation
that should be welcomed because it will look after the
most vulnerable in our community.

Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I am advised in relation to this that under
section 19 of the act, where the boarding house is in
receipt of assistance from the director of housing it is
able to charge a service charge under section 109A of
the act which would cover water, central heating,
laundry, utility services or facilities where these cannot
be accurately measured individually. In those instances
they are covered. I am also advised that in the case of
private rooming houses that do not receive funding and
are not gazetted, they are in fact able to build into their
rentals the costs of utility provision.

Committee divided on omission (members in favour
vote no):
Ayes, 20
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms (Teller)
Eren, Mr
Hilton, Mr
Hirsh, Ms (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr

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

Noes, 17
Atkinson, Mr
Baxter, Mr
Bishop, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.

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

Pair
Theophanous, Mr

Hall, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 5 to 13 agreed to.
Clause 14
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — I propose
that this clause be omitted. I wonder if the minister
could help me in relation to the part of the clause that
pertains to shared rooms with a single meter. The
question I would like the minister to consider is the
ability for rooming houses to charge a fee to individuals
who may share a room. Clause 14 clearly states in the
section that pertains to a fee that may be charged to
separately metered rooms that you may not charge a fee

Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — How is a
private boarding house able to build into its rentals
those additional costs if in fact the clients or residents
are paying their maximum of 25 per cent of their
pension on their accommodation already?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I am advised that the 25 per cent ceiling
does not apply in the private sector but does apply in
the Office of Housing or public sector housing.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — In that
regard these privately run boarding houses would be
unable to accept multishared rooms from people who
are not on a welfare pension.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — That is not what I am saying. What I am
saying is as long as they can justify fair rental, they can
build in their associated costs. It is open to anyone who
is prepared to pay that rental. The requirement of the
landlord is to be upfront as to what the rental charge is.
How they develop that rental charge would be based on
what is fair rent plus their costs, and they would need to
disclose that rental amount to the potential tenant. If the
tenant is prepared to pay it, then that is the rent they
will pay.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — They would
then be able to pay more than the 25 per cent in rental
and utilities if that were their decision. If they were
quite willing to pay that they could go into either a
for-profit or a not-for-profit organisation boarding
house?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — As I said, if it is public housing a ceiling
applies, but if it is a private rental situation and the
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tenant is happy to pay that amount, then that is what
they pay.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — In what
category do we consider not-for-profit but private
business providers of boarding rooms, such as church
groups, to be in ?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — In the instance of those who have funding
from the director of housing, the not-for-profit example
of a church group you were suggesting, the rental has to
stay with the 25 per cent cap, but there is the provision
for the service fee that I outlined under section 19 of the
principal act.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — Does
section 19 relate to section 108 or 109?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — Section 109A.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — So there is a
right to impose a service charge under section 109A?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — Yes.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — I hope the
minister is a bit confused.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — No, I understand it.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — I think I
have been given the assurances I need to take back to
the respective boarding houses that were concerned to
know they were going to be able to put multiple
residents into rooms with single meters and charge the
necessary amounts to recover the costs of utilities. If
that is effectively what I am being told, then I am happy
to take that forward. We will not need to divide on this.
Clause agreed to; clauses 15 to 21 agreed to.
Clause 22
The CHAIR — Order! Ms Lovell to indicate her
opposition to clause 22, which is her amendment 3,
which will test her amendments 4 to 9.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I propose
the omission of this clause for all the reasons that I put
in relation to the earlier clause. It relates to the
government seeking to reduce the qualifying period for
people to gain residency status in a caravan park from
90 days to 60 days. I will not repeat all the reasons I put
earlier, but I will address a few of the things that the
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minister said in her earlier response. The minister said
that reducing the qualifying period from 90 to 60 days
would still give caravan park owners the period of time
they needed to achieve balance in their businesses. The
caravan park owners have told us that is not the case.
They are telling us that it would make planning for
holiday accommodation extremely difficult for them. If
people arrive in October they will now qualify for
residency status in December, which means that the
caravan park owners will not be able to guarantee
holiday bookings that have been made with them for
January. They are most concerned about that, because
they do not feel it will give them the time to achieve
balance in their businesses.
The minister also said this was a balanced response for
both the tenants and the operators. Again this is not a
balanced response. It will put more vulnerable people at
risk. In a letter to the minister the Victorian Caravan
Parks Association says:
Clause 22 of the Residential Tenancies (Further Amendment)
Bill does not benefit current residents of caravan parks, and
will be detrimental to prospective residents, caravan park
owners and the community.

The association is certainly saying loud and clear that it
does not feel this is a balanced response. The park
owners have also advised us that the current 90 days
does provide a good balance. They say that when
people come into their park, for the first 30 days or so
they are on their best behaviour, that in the next period
of 30 days leading up to 60 days they start to relax a bit,
but that in the period from 60 to 90 days they start to
display their normal behaviour. They have advised us
that it is in this period between 60 and 90 days that they
are more likely to ask people to leave because of
problems within the park. The minister also said the
government has consulted with caravan park owners.
The caravan park owners have said in writing, which I
quoted from before, that the minister has not consulted.
I have been advised that the caravan parks association
wrote to the minister, who responded to it. The picture
the minister tried to paint before was that the caravan
park owners were terrible people.
Hon. M. R. Thomson — No, I said that you were.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — The minister was saying
that I was painting them as terrible people because they
would evict people at 59 days. But it was actually the
minister who advised the caravan park owners that they
could ask people to leave. A letter dated 31 August
from the caravan parks association to the minister
begins:
Thank you for your letter dated 18 August 2005 regarding the
Residential Tenancies (Further Amendment) Bill.
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It goes on to state to the minister:
You are entirely correct when you state that people can be
‘obliged to leave’ before residency right has been obtained.

The minister is the person who advised the association
that people can be asked to leave at 59 days. It is
certainly not me painting the caravan park owners in
this terrible light. It is not the caravan park owners who
want to ask people to leave after 59 days, but they have
been advised by the minister herself that they certainly
can ask people to leave prior to the 60-day period. As
I said before, we do not believe this will provide any
protection. In fact we feel it will put some of the most
vulnerable tenants further at risk, and that is why we are
testing this amendment and opposing the clause.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — Firstly, can I say the letter clarifies what
their rights will be under the new provisions. As the
minister I am obliged to inform people of their rights,
just as we will be obliged to inform tenants of their
rights under the new provisions. What I cast aspersions
about is the notion that automatically caravan park
owners would want to in fact use those provisions in
order to avoid the obligations under the Residential
Tenancies Act. I hope and believe that the vast majority
of caravan park owners who allow those tenants into
their caravan parks do so with the full intention of
allowing them to stay there long enough to take up the
entitlements under the Residential Tenancies Act, and
they will use the act for the appropriate purposes.
Can I say there are plenty of opportunities for a caravan
park owner or manager to act if a tenant is causing
problems within a caravan park. Immediate notice to
vacate a site can be given if the resident or resident’s
visitor intentionally or recklessly causes or allows
serious damage to the site, the caravan park or any
facility in the caravan park; immediate notice to vacate
a caravan if the resident or the resident’s visitor
intentionally or recklessly causes or allows serious
damage to a hired caravan; immediate notice to vacate a
site if the resident or the resident’s visitor, by act or
omission, causes a danger to any person or property in
the caravan park; immediate notice to vacate a site if
the resident or the resident’s visitor seriously interrupts
the quiet and peaceful enjoyment of the caravan park by
other occupants; and then seven days notice to vacate a
site can be given if the resident owes at least seven days
rent to the caravan park owner. And it goes on. The list
of provisions under the Residential Tenancies Act that
protect the rights and entitlements of the owner are
there and are quite explicit. There are entitlements
within the existing legislation for a caravan park owner
to act where there is disruption.
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We believe this is a balanced response, and when I say
balanced I mean having listened to the needs and
requirements of the most vulnerable tenants — that is,
people who are least able to look after and protect their
own rights and interests — and those of the caravan
park owners. What we have done here is strike a
balance. We are not saying we are giving the caravan
park owners what they want; we certainly are not. Nor
are we giving the tenants what they would probably
prefer, and that is immediate access to the legislation.
What we are doing is striking what we believe to be an
appropriate balance.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — I would like
to ask the minister if she would at least concede that
there are several high-risk persons who would be taking
these positions within the caravan parks. Under the
current system a lot of these clients are in fact
welcomed into the caravan park because the owners
and proprietors know they have 90 days to make a
decision on them. They are saying there is an
opportunity for people with a history of excessively
loud music, excessive drinking, drug taking and drug
dealing to suppress their behaviours for a 60-day period
and then suddenly come out and act in a way that will
be against the respected norms of the clientele in a
caravan park. We would like to see the minister
acknowledge that we are not dealing with a whole heap
of barbarians here who own caravan parks; we are
dealing with people who take a risk in admitting people
to their caravan parks. At the moment they have
90 days for that risk to come through and they can
make a decision about people within that 90-day period.
They are saying that at 60 days you will heighten that
risk where people will be burnt; and then they will be
much more circumspect as to whom they will let into
their caravan parks.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — Let me reiterate that I hope and believe the
vast majority of caravan park owners would want to
treat people fairly. I do not go to the presumption that
Ms Lovell does, that they automatically want to chuck
them out at 89 days, under the current legislation, or at
59 days under the bill. I understand the issue about
those who may in fact damage property or act illegally.
But the provisions of the Residential Tenancies Act
already allow caravan park owners, even once the
tenants are covered by the Residential Tenancies Act
provisions — all of the provisions — to issue
immediate notice to vacate if the tenants are caught
acting illegally or they cause damage to a site or to a
person, or if there is a potential for that to occur; or, in
fact, as I mentioned before, immediate notice to vacate
a site if the resident or the resident’s visitor seriously
interrupts the quiet and peaceful enjoyment of the
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caravan park by other occupiers. That is a provision
within the act already; that is there for any caravan park
owner to use once a tenant is covered by all the
provisions within the act.
I believe there are adequate measures for a caravan park
owner to take the appropriate actions, should they have
a tenant causing those kinds of disruptions, to
immediately fix that. But the tenants do need
protection. In many instances they are not in a position
to protect themselves, and they need the legislation to
come into play. As I said we believe this is balanced.
We could have gone with immediate coverage. We did
not because we understood the concerns of the Caravan
Park Owners Association and it wanting to maintain the
90 days. We believe what we have done is to strike a
reasonable balance.
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House divided on question:
Ayes, 21
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Davis, Mr P. R.
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Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — Some of them are issues around
maintenance of a caravan to ensure it is properly
maintained, which they do not have otherwise. They are
the sorts of provisions that a tenant could expect under
the Residential Tenancies Act. Also there are areas
around the appropriate rental charges and ensuring that
the rental charges are fair; and the ability to take action
if those rental charges are in fact not fair. Those are the
sorts of provisions we are talking about. Again, it is
about balance. It is about being able to respect a
person’s right to live decently, and that is what the
provisions allow for.

Theophanous, Mr

Hall, Mr

Clause agreed to; clauses 23 to 31 agreed to.

Debate resumed from 6 September; motion of
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries).

Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — Just on that,
would the minister be able to give a precis of some of
the rights that will be afforded residents once they are
considered to be permanent residents that they did not
have previously?

Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so I thank members for their contributions.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and that the bill do pass.

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

FISHERIES (ABALONE) BILL
Second reading

Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I rise to
speak on the Fisheries (Abalone) Bill. I would like to
indicate to the house that the Liberal Party will not
delay passage for any unnecessary length of time.
However, there are some remarks that need to be made.
I would like to acknowledge that the industry
stakeholders who are primarily affected by this bill —
and I refer to the abalone industry — have been
actively involved in the development of the bill and that
therefore it is not surprising they are urging support for
it, whereas all other peripheral stakeholders, including
the recreational abalone sector, have no direct concern
because they are not affected by the bill. The bill seeks
to amend the Fisheries Act 1995 to implement a new
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system in respect of the abalone fishery which provides
for the separation of individual abalone quota units
from the abalone fishery access licences, and to restrict
the persons who can hold a fish receiver’s licence to an
individual, a single corporation or a cooperative. There
is quite a bit more detail in the bill, but that really is the
principal purpose.
The new system which will be introduced under this
bill will provide that an individual abalone quota unit
which is currently tied to an abalone fishery access
licence will be separated so that there is in effect a
change to the way that access licences can be traded.
The new system will separate the two so that the
quantity of abalone that is caught from the fishery
access licence can be traded separately. This will allow
non-abalone fishery access licence-holders to hold
quota, which will provide increased competition
through greater quota trading and allow quota to be
more readily acquired by entities other than
licence-holders.
Currently the generic quota setting, management and
administrative provisions apply to all quota-managed
fisheries. New quota setting will be introduced, along
with management and administrative provisions
specifically for the commercial abalone industry, and
single abalone quota units will be able to be transferred
to any entity, including people who do not hold an
abalone fishery access licence.
Entitlements, transfer and notification requirements of
individual abalone quota unit holders will also be
specified. The minister responsible for fisheries is
currently allowed to determine that specific individual
quota units in all quota-management fisheries may be
sold or auctioned publicly. This will be extended to
include abalone quota units. The current act stipulates
that specific offences and penalties apply to all
managed fisheries. The amendment will mean that
these offences and penalties will be effectively
replicated to apply specifically to the abalone industry.
Currently the abalone species of blacklip and greenlip
are managed under a single, total, allowable
commercial catch. The amendment will allow the two
species to be managed as separate species under a total,
allowable commercial catch regime, resulting in a
specific quotas being set for each species based on
ecologically sustainable development principles. In
summary that is what this bill is about.
I would like to give a little bit of background to this
industry. The abalone sector of the Victorian wild-catch
fishery is the most valuable fishery we have. It is
interesting to note in relative terms just what a small
commercial fishing industry Victoria has. It is the
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smallest on a state jurisdictional basis of any fishery in
Australia and is contracting. Unfortunately the demand
for seafood is increasing on a global basis. That puts
pressure on all fisheries, but Victoria’s industry is
unique. Not only is it the smallest fishery in Australia,
but also it is significantly the smallest in aquaculture
production in Australia. It should be the case that
Victoria compensates for its deficiency in being able to
access a significant wild-catch fishery by responsibly
developing its own aquaculture industry, and it is
notable that Victoria has failed to do so. It is of
particular concern to me that in the last decade we have
gone backwards instead of forwards, particularly over
the last five or six years. I recall that the previous
coalition government had what was called the Victorian
aquaculture initiative, which was a commitment of
$1.5 million a year of initiative funding to assist the
aquaculture industry to develop. When I talk about
aquaculture I include the abalone sector because there is
clearly a lot of potential for growth in developing fish
protein through aquaculture.
I am alarmed to learn that not only has the policy
commitment of the present Victorian government
completely lapsed in regard to aquaculture, but also that
at every turn it would seem that impediments have been
put in the way — for example, I understand that the
investment now in aquaculture by Fisheries Victoria is
only in the order of about $250 000 per annum and that
there is no funding supporting the Victorian
Aquaculture Council which was seen to be an integral
part of industry development to encourage industry to
work collaboratively and with government. There is
therefore no effective leadership in the aquaculture
sector.
There have been other policy initiatives by the
government to the detriment of the aquaculture
sector — for example, the introduction of PrimeSafe as
the regulatory authority for seafood safety has
effectively shut down aquaculture businesses around
the state. I understand last year the total number of
aquaculture licences dropped from about 300 to 100 as
a result of the introduction of the new PrimeSafe
regulations and fees. In the yabby sector, about which I
have spoken in the house before, we saw a virtual
collapse in the production of yabbies — that is,
freshwater crayfish as some prefer to call them — from
65 producers down to only 3. That is a travesty. I
believe we need to recognise the importance and the
social and environmental responsibility — the
obligation — on us to encourage the replacement of
fish protein from the wild-catch fisheries that are under
severe environmental and economic sustainability
pressure and encourage the development of aquaculture
as a alternative way of producing that important part of
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the diet of many people. Fish is healthy as a food and
we all need to be encouraged to adopt those healthy
eating practices.
To put the abalone industry into perspective I note that
the industry was established in 1962 in Victoria: I have
a particular interest in its long-term success in that it is a
model of managing sustainably a natural resource. Very
early on the licensees in that industry recognised the
need to manage the resource sustainably. They could
see that the developing fishery and marketing
opportunities would lead to a very profitable fishery
over time and they put in voluntary arrangements in
many respects to ensure that sustainability. The
regulators caught up with the industry over time.
Although it is now a very highly regulated industry, it is
one that is regulated in cooperation with the
stakeholders and the licensees. There are currently
71 Victorian licences in the abalone industry. Those
licensees play an active role in ensuring the viability of
the industry in the long term because their licences
depend upon the sustainability of the fishery.
In contrast there are only five aquaculture, land-based
abalone production systems which are presently selling
any product at all. The total value of aquaculture
production from those facilities is about $1 million a
year. At the present time it appears there is not yet any
commercial production of the offshore-based systems
which have been licensed. I think there are
10 licence-holders who have the capacity to produce in
Victorian marine waters from an area of about
49 hectares. That is quite disappointing because in my
view not only are we missing a huge economic
opportunity but also it is important to recognise the
declining global stocks of wild fish available for catch.
It is interesting to note that Australia provides about
50 per cent of the world wild-catch abalone fishery.
Victoria, with Tasmania, provides a significant part.
The Tasmanian-Victorian abalone fisheries make a
very significant contribution to that industry.
As I talk about the wild-catch fishery I keep thinking
about the aquaculture sector. I am reminded how
disinterested the present government is in aquaculture. I
note that recently the Minister for Agriculture in
another place announced that he is bringing back
in-house the production of trout and salmon for the
inland waters restocking programs. I thought it was an
interesting marker of the minister’s interest in
promoting a commercial aquaculture sector. It reflects
on the general state of play in the aquaculture sector
that all of the signals to commercial investment in
aquaculture are negative.
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It seems to me that a more appropriate policy response
from the minister responsible for fisheries, the Minister
for Agriculture, would be to ensure opportunities to
cultivate fish in aquaculture environments for any
purpose — including the government’s inland waters
restocking program — should be vested in external
commercial providers to ensure encouragement to the
aquaculture sector to thrive and flourish. I regret that
the minister has again chosen to reinforce the
perception that there is little interest in promoting
aquaculture.
It was interesting to look at the relevance of abalone in
terms of the composition of our fishery. The value of
abalone production is very significant. In Victoria in
2003–04 the figures from Australian fisheries
production show that abalone contributed very nearly
$50 million in value to the Victorian fishery, and the
total value of the Victorian fishery in that year was
$95 million, so more than 50 per cent of the value of
the Victorian fishery production consists of abalone.
You can see from this heavy reliance on abalone that it
is an industry that needs to be properly managed.
With respect to that management, why is this
important? Victoria exports about 50 per cent of its total
fish production — wild-catch and aquaculture. The
value of that production consists primarily of abalone
and rock lobster, another very high-value fishery
contributing nearly $14 million in 2003–04.
As we reflect on these production figures and the
relative position of the Victorian fishery being a bit
player on the national scene, and particularly
aquaculture being virtually irrelevant — I think the
share of aquaculture production in the national target is
presently between about 1 and 2 per cent — I am of the
view that we have a big challenge ahead of us. Frankly
I am disappointed that we are not seeing any signals
from the Minister for Agriculture about that. I would
have thought that naturally value adding would be an
important element of such an industry. I do not see any
action on the part of the Minister for Agriculture to deal
with value adding in the fisheries sector.
Recently, on 20 July, the City of Melbourne determined
to put out an expression of interest for the Melbourne
Wholesale Fish Market. As many members know the
fish market is under the aegis of the City of Melbourne
It is an important exchange. Those of us who are
familiar with any form of primary industry commodity
trading know just how important markets are. The
physical marketplace of a highly perishable product like
fish is critically important. The Melbourne fish market,
which I have recently visited several times along with a
number of colleagues, has been a very important
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vehicle for the industry to facilitate trading, to disperse
fish to various markets and to set the market value.
Without that competitive environment to offer an
opportunity for all stakeholders to come together, I
reluctantly say that there would be a significant and
underwhelming performance in terms of the availability
of financial incentives for the fishing industry.
The government has made great play of relocating the
fruit and vegetable market from Footscray, but the
silence from the Minister for Agriculture on the future
of the Melbourne fish market has been absolutely
deafening. I cannot understand why that has occurred
regarding a facility that is so important to the
value-adding process in the fishing industry. The
seafood industry is a critically important one for
regional Victoria, particularly for coastal communities,
although there are many inland aquaculture sites,
particularly in the trout sector. For towns like Lakes
Entrance, Mallacoota, Port Fairy, Portland and many
other coastal towns this industry is critical. The capacity
of the industry to offer its produce to best advantage is
critical. The lack of interest of the minister responsible
for fisheries in the long-term difficulties facing the fish
market is now coming to a resolution because the City
of Melbourne has come to a view — this is clear
because it has put out an expression of interest, which I
understand closed on 31 August and is now being
assessed — that there must be a better way of managing
that market.
Stakeholders in the industry have expressed concern to
me that their representations to the Minister for
Agriculture and other ministers on this issue have been
rebuffed. There has been no interest at all in talking
about the future of the Victorian or Melbourne fish
market, and it is therefore inevitable that any future for
that market will be out of the hands of the principal
stakeholders and in the hands of those in the private
sector who will take up the opportunity to establish a
market that has potentially no guidance from industry
or government. It is astounding that the government
does not accept responsibility for this matter. Fishermen
on boats going out from various fishing ports around
the coast do not individually have the capacity to
manage, determine and advise on how the fish market
should operate. The government has a clear obligation
to express interest in this. The fact that it has not is
incredibly disappointing.
Coming back to the bill, I need to put on record that I
think the licensees in this industry have made a very
significant contribution to its development. They have
benefited enormously in terms of the return that they
have received over time in the form of income from
abalone sales, but I am particularly impressed with the
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fact that they have taken a long-term view. This bill is
part of the transition towards recognising that market
development is critically important. One of the benefits
of the bill will be that the opportunity will potentially be
given to those processors and marketers who wish to
further develop this industry to buy quota units in their
own right and hold those quota units as a form of
security of supply. Although they will not be able to
harvest the fish unless they have an access licence, they
can have harvesting arrangements in place with other
parties that do hold access licences.
The bill effectively gives processors and marketers a
guarantee that, so long as the resource is sustained, if
they hold a quota unit or number of units they will be
able to meet their market obligations as they develop
higher value markets, particularly in Asia. That is
where the vast majority of this fish is ultimately sold
and consumed. Because I speak regularly with people
who are involved in marketing fish, I know that,
particularly with abalone, it is not a matter of just
turning up at 5 o’clock in the morning at the Melbourne
fish market. Abalone are primarily exported, and this
export is on the basis of long-term relationships being
established and a great deal of time being invested in
developing markets into Asia. Therefore, in my view,
the reward which has come to the licensees has been
hard earned. Some would say that a commercial
abalone licence being valued today in the order of
$7.5 million is an extraordinary windfall given the few
dollars which were paid for the initial licences in 1962.
Hon. J. A. Vogels — It was $12 wasn’t it?
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — As Mr Vogels interjects,
it was $10 or $12. However, I think it is a reflection on
the investment made by the industry collectively over
time. I would not begrudge anybody reaping a reward.
Some of us may be envious about that reward, but I do
not think I would begrudge the industry reaping it.
Undoubtedly these changes will add further value. We
should not delude ourselves in relation to this bill: the
changes which will enable quota units to be traded and
in effect separated out from the access licences and
divers will be another value-adding process in their
own right. There will be more competition for
investment in quota units. There is nothing wrong with
that. As I have just said, I think the bill is justified on
the basis of securing longer term investment in the
development of the industry and further value adding
and exporting. However, there will be a further windfall
gain by virtue of the creation of a new market for the
purchase and trading of quota units and the entry into
that market of additional players. I do not know that a
proper economic assessment has been made or that it
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would be reasonable to make such an assessment. Some
would throw figures around of some millions of dollars
for each licence. I honestly do not know; I do not think
anyone is competent to predict that. However, it is clear
that there will be, by virtue of more competition for
those licences, a windfall benefit to the industry. I can
well understand why the present licensees are urging
support for the bill.
However, it is reasonable to have raised the concerns
which have been raised. As we move to this new phase
there are people who have an interest in the
sustainability of the resource, particularly those who
dive and do the fishing. They say the investment by
corporations, the investment by people who wear white
shirts and ties, might not be sympathetic to the
long-term sustainability of the resource. Somebody
who takes an entrepreneurial approach to the industry
might not have the same understanding of and
background in it. It seems to me that those who criticise
or object or raise concerns about the potential undoing
of a well-managed fishery as a consequence over time
of the licences transferring to people who are not
directly involved in the fishing industry may be valid
were it not for the fact that the obligation remains with
Fisheries Victoria and the Minister for Agriculture to
ensure that the fishery is properly managed over time. I
guess the issue I am raising here is to say that while
concerns have been expressed about decoupling the
quota units from the access licences and therefore that
connection with the hands-on, in-the-water function,
the reality is that it is a matter for the Crown in the form
of the Minister for Agriculture to ensure that that
resource is sustainably managed.
While inevitably concerns will be raised by people who
in themselves are concerned about the change just
because it is a change, I think it is clear that the
Parliament needs to make it well understood that the
expectation in relation to the way this fishery will be
managed into the future is that, notwithstanding the
changes in the allocation of quota units between
different groups of holders, the obligation rests
absolutely with the state government of Victoria,
whoever that may be in the form of whichever minister
it may be from time to time. This industry has achieved
what it has achieved to date by cooperative regulation
between the licensees and government at every step of
the way. To make a fundamental change which will
remove an element of direct involvement in fisheries
management — that is, by having people who are not
access holders owning quota units — will inevitably
change the environment around all of that process. I
believe the fundamental issue here is the responsibility
and obligation of Fisheries Victoria, the Department of
Primary Industries and the Minister for Agriculture.

Tuesday, 13 September 2005

I would not like to argue a case that those institutional
arrangements will not be competent to manage a good
outcome into the future — I am just setting down what
I believe is the expectation of the Parliament by
agreeing to this bill. There can be absolutely no doubt
that if suggestions are made at a future date that the
sustainability of this resource is under pressure because
it was not managed well beyond 2005, that will not be
the fault of the licensees — those who hold access
licences — or the quota unit holders. It will be the fault
of the institutional arrangement officers in the
department and the ministers for agriculture over that
period. However, I have every confidence that this new
arrangement can achieve those long-term sustainable
outcomes. I have that confidence because this is a very
precious and valuable resource. It is a very great
indicator of the health of our marine environment.
Unless our marine environment is well protected and
environmentally well managed, resources will decline
and the first flag will be the valuable resource that
abalone is. Anybody associated with the industry who
saw that decline would be raising the alarm very
quickly.
Without further ado, I would like to indicate that, while
having raised some concerns generally about the future
of the production of fish resources in general and
abalone in particular and the negligence of the Minister
for Agriculture in regard to developing alternate
resources through aquaculture, the opposition will not
delay this bill any further.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — The Fisheries
(Abalone) Bill makes some amendments to the
Fisheries Act 1995, particularly in those areas relating
specifically to abalone. While I am in a position to
report to the house this afternoon that The Nationals
will not oppose this bill, I have to say that we are not all
that excited about it. Some aspects of it cause us grave
concern. Some of those aspects were commented upon
by the Leader of the Opposition in the latter part of his
contribution and I will make some comments about
them in my presentation.
Let me first deal with some of the mechanics of this
bill. As I said, it amends the Fisheries Act 1995 in a
number of ways. In summary, some of those changes
relate to the separation of the abalone quota from the
abalone fishery access licences so that in future quotas
will be able to be traded separately, allowing people
who are non-access licence-holders entry to the abalone
fishery.
It will also create some new quota-setting management
and administrative provisions specifically for abalone.
Currently those provisions in the act relate to the
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priority species which are defined as both abalone and
rock lobster. Because of the way in which quota will
now be able to be traded, there need to be some
changes with respect to the management and
administrative provisions regarding quota setting. It
will also specify entitlements, transfer and notification
requirements of individual abalone quota-holders.
Again, that is a consequence of the principal
amendment of separating the licence from the quota. It
will also allow the minister to determine that quotas
may be publicly sold or auctioned. Currently that only
occurs if there is a willing seller. In the case where a
quota is seized or forfeited by a licence-holder, the
minister will be able to auction that quota off separately
now. Also, if the resource is such that extra quotas are
able to be issued, again the minister will have the power
to auction or sell those quotas.
The bill also spells out offences and penalties,
specifically to abalone quota. Again, they are specified
currently in relation to priority species. Because of the
separate treatment of the abalone industry, there needs
to be a separation of the provisions relating to abalone
from those applying to rock lobster.
The final specific amendment allows for blacklip and
greenlip abalone to be managed as separate species
with specific quotas under a total, allowable
commercial catch regime. That is a sensible provision
which The Nationals have no trouble in supporting.
The amendment, though, of most significance to us is
the principal amendment which separates the access
licence-holder from quota units. That is a significant
change which does not sit all that comfortably with The
Nationals, but we acknowledge that it was part of the
abalone fishery management plan that has taken two
years to develop, with the support of industry. That plan
was signed off by both industry and government.
Therefore we have come to the conclusion that because
this principal change is part of the agreed management
plan we will not oppose the bill. But, as I said, it sits
fairly uncomfortably with some of our principles.
Perhaps that unease is based upon the fact that we
believe that if the industry is not broke, we should not
be trying to fix it. One could not say in any sense of the
word that the abalone industry is broke by any means at
all. Certainly in a financial sense with licences — and
there are 71 of them in Victoria — selling for in excess
of $6 million, and I note that the Leader of the
Opposition suggested that the market price is closer to
$7.5 million, the industry is not broke. I am just sad to
say I am not in a position this afternoon to declare a
pecuniary interest in this bill because I would love to be
part of it.
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It ain’t broke in the sense of the condition of the
industry, either. If you look at the second-reading
speech, you will see glowing reports of how sustainable
this industry was — one of the last wild-catch fisheries
that is still at a sustainable level. Throughout the
second-reading speech and from comments made by
the Leader of the Opposition and others when debate
took place in the other house, everybody spoke about
how well this industry has been managed and what an
example it is to the rest of the world and wild-catch
fisheries worldwide that this is one of the few
remaining sustainable wild-catch fisheries. Indeed it is,
and that has been due to a lot of hard work by the
industry in particular. I join with the Leader of the
Opposition in commending those who have been
involved in the industry, worked hard and made
sacrifices to make sure the industry is a sustainable
industry. It seems to me that here we are embarking on
a new arrangement where quota is being split from
access licence, and that is a significant change that will
reshape the industry and tamper with what to date has
been a very successful industry. I sincerely hope it will
continue to be a well-managed, sustainable industry,
but we have some doubts under those new
arrangements which I will express in a minute.
These changes were driven by national competition
review. Again, that particular review process
sometimes sits uncomfortably with The Nationals, as
indeed it does for most governments. The national
competition review policy is used by governments to
their own advantage. Sometimes it exempts industries
from national competition review. Other times it
subjects industry to that review, and I do not think that
is always driven by logic but rather by political merit.
We have some concerns about the reason for moving
down this path.
To explain and put in context our principal objections I
need to give some context to how the industry works.
As has been said already, there are currently 71 access
licence-holders in Victoria. Attached to each of those
71 access licences are 20 quota units. I know in the
eastern division of the abalone industry 1 quota unit
equals 1 tonne of abalone. I think it is slightly less in
the central and western zones. The abalone industry is
divided into three zones according to the coastline from
which it operates here in Victoria. The magnitude of
that particular quota unit can vary according to the set
total allowable catch, so each year the department
makes an assessment of the available resource and the
condition of the fishery and sets a figure as to how
much each quota unit is going to be worth.
Under this legislation each access licence-holder will be
able to sell certain quota units. The bill makes it clear
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that to continue to hold an access licence you will need
to continue to hold a minimum number of quotas, but
from reading the bill I cannot see exactly what that
minimum figure is. Some have suggested five, but my
reading of the bill says that that particular figure will be
set by the initial abalone quota order, but no minimum
figure is defined in the bill or the second-reading
speech.
We are going to see that each of those 71 access
licence-holders in theory may sell off up to 75 per cent.
If the figure is five, as Mr Smith has indicated by
raising five fingers, then they will be able to sell off
three-quarters of their quota units in theory. We say
that, therefore, two possible scenarios will develop
from that. First of all there is a real danger that with a
greater number of players in the industry, they will not
necessarily have the same commitment towards
sustainability as the industry has currently experienced.
I agree that this is a model sustainable industry, and it
has largely come about because we have had a small
number of players in the industry committed to the
same purpose, and that is of continued sustainability.
Despite the fact that the government is still going to
regulate the industry and keep control — they will still
be the principal managers of the industry —
management works best if it is done with the
cooperation and support and indeed often industry
leading in that process; not government dictating to an
industry, but industry leading the process to ensure that
their industry is sustainable.
I am not sure if that is going to occur in the new world
that this particular provision will present. We will
certainly have a lot more than 71 players in the
industry. It has to be a much more challenging task,
therefore, for government to effectively regulate and
control that industry with a greater number of players.
The second scenario that may occur is that we may get
a significant concentration of resource in one pair of
hands or a company’s hands, or something of the like.
All you have to do, according to my reading of the bill,
is to be a fit and proper person to hold quota units. No
limitations are put on the number of quota units that any
one individual or company may hold. Potentially you
might get a concentration of quotas in the hands of an
individual or a company.
Again, having a dominant player in an industry poses
some regulatory problems or makes the problem of
regulating it much more challenging. I believe that
whatever happens, we are going to have more players
in the field. Potentially, though, we may end up with
players with significant single holdings in the industry
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which provide all sorts of challenges for management.
They are some of the issues that we see are going to
pose some problems or challenges in the future. I am
not quite as confident as others — both government and
opposition — that these challenges will be met by
government.
The history of managing and regulating an industry
works far better if the industry is driving itself in that
management and sustainability, but I am not convinced
that will totally be the case, although I hope it is.
The bill has some sensible provisions, which we
support. The ability to set subzone quotas is important.
Currently there are three zones in the industry — the
eastern, the central and the western zones — and each
of those has a total allowable catch. What we will be
able to do now is set subzone quotas. If, for example, in
the central zone around Wilsons Promontory there is a
need to set a lower or a higher total annual allowable
catch, that will become possible. It is sensible to break
down that management into smaller subzones where
required.
Also the ability to manage blacklip and greenlip
abalone separately is a sensible one. We know the
greenlip abalone resource is small and in danger of not
being sustainable. It is important that the manager — in
this case, the government — is able to set quotas
specifically for those two abalone specie types.
I wish to comment on the management of the
recreational abalone industry in Victoria. What we saw
last year were new regulations relating to the
recreational abalone take, and specifically regulations
introduced late last year which reduced the bag limit
from 10 to 5, and also limited the recreational season to
just 60 days per year at times to be set by those
regulations, and I understand that those dates have been
now set.
It is of interest that 99.3 per cent of abalone is taken
under commercial quota, and the figures supporting the
regulatory impact statement (RIS) said that only 0.7 per
cent of Victoria’s abalone resource was taken by
recreational abalone divers. A bag limit reduction from
10 to 5 and a season limited to just 60 days needed to
go through the RIS process. Late last year the minister
commented publicly that there would be a regulatory
impact statement. That was published and submissions
were to close on 27 October last year.
The government mucked it up because the regulatory
impact statement was not gazetted until 8 November,
after which time submissions were closed and had a
closing period, according to the gazettal notice, of
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7 December. Some of the people involved in the
recreational abalone fishery are concerned that due
process has not been followed in setting regulations
relating to the taking of recreational abalone.

units tradeable. I fail to fully understand, and would like
an explanation, how innovation and a more efficient use
of natural resources, in this case the abalone industry, is
being promoted.

I know that VRFish was meeting with fishery staff this
very afternoon, and I hope they were given a
satisfactory explanation as to why there is a difference
in dates and that there was a failure to gazette the RIS at
the appropriate time. They deserve a satisfactory
explanation, and I will be interested to hear from them
later exactly what occurred at today’s meeting.

The Nationals’ support for the separation of quota from
access licence is far from enthusiastic, as members
would have gathered from my remarks today, but it is
only because this particular measure is part of the
agreed five-year management plan. With some
reluctance we are saying we will not sit in opposition if
the bill is passed. It is an important industry, it is a
prosperous industry, and it is important to the Victorian
economy. I hope it continues to go from strength to
strength, but it will require vigilant monitoring by the
government to ensure that these new arrangements do
not in any way erode accountability and sustainability
in this important industry.

The other thing I could talk about extensively, and I
know others in the other chamber chose to do so, is the
poaching of abalone, which remains a serious threat to
the sustainability of the industry.
I am pleased to report that through legislative measures
undertaken by this Parliament in recent years, and
through an increased will on behalf of fisheries to
address the issue of poaching, more people are being
brought to account for the illegal taking of abalone in
Victoria. On this issue I cannot help but mention again
the industry’s self-involvement and commitment
towards eliminating poaching. I know, for example, in
the eastern zone — the area I represent — that the
abalone divers themselves bought a boat and paid an
officer to address abalone poaching in areas of the
eastern zone. There has been an increase in the
apprehension of those involved in the illegal taking of
abalone, but a lot of diligent work is still required in
that area.
I shall comment about the final paragraph of the
second-reading speech, which says:
The proposed amendments to the Fisheries Act 1995 are
consistent with the government’s objectives outlined in
Growing Victoria Together, which promotes ‘innovative and
thriving industries’ and the more ‘efficient use of natural
resources’ …

I fail to understand how this bill will promote
innovation in the abalone industry. I accept and say that
perhaps it will, as the Leader of the Opposition says,
increase security of supply for processors. That may or
may not be so, but it is a very bald statement made by
the government without sufficient justification for
making it.
I challenge government members who contribute to this
debate to spell out to the house how innovation will be
enhanced and how a greater use of that resource will be
made, because after all we are not increasing the
number of licences, we are not increasing the total
allowable catch and we are not increasing the number
of quota units — we are simply making those quota

Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — I rise to speak on
the Fisheries (Abalone) Bill. The amendments the bill
proposes to the Fisheries Act 1995 will give effect,
firstly, to the government’s response to the national
competition policy review of the Fisheries Act 1995,
which was released in November 2001. The review
recommended the removal of transfer restrictions and
quota-holding limits, which are currently tied to
licences. Secondly, the amendments will give effect to
the government’s outstanding commitments arising
from the Victorian abalone fishery management plan
declared by the government in 2002 involving the
separation of quota holdings from the abalone fishery
access licence. The separation of the abalone quota
from the abalone fishery access licence will provide for
increased competition through greater quota trading and
allow quotas to be more readily acquired by entities
other than licence-holders. It is important to say that the
bill at the same time provides protection to the existing
entitlements held by 71 existing licence-holders.
Previous speakers have outlined the size and
importance of the industry. Its activity is valued at more
than $70 million each year, and it is an important export
industry. There have been questions and concerns
raised about the potential impact of the bill on the
sustainable management of the commercial abalone
fishery. Some worry has been expressed about the
possibility of serial depletion — for example, if there
were to be a concentration of effort in particular reefs
by quota-holders who might want to maximise returns.
I want to assure the house that the bill does not impact
on the amount harvested by licensed commercial divers
from Victorian waters. The provisions of the bill for
transferability of quota units will not impact on
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sustainability because additional precautionary
measures, as recommended in the abalone fishery
management plan, have been taken to ensure that the
sustainable management principles which currently
underpin the way the industry and the government
manage abalone fishing are maintained as a result of
those measures.
The greenlip abalone units will be managed separately
from the blacklip quotas and there will be only small
amounts of total catch allowed for greenlip abalone. In
terms of the blacklip abalone there will be a
requirement for each licence-holder to hold a minimum
of five blacklip quota units at all times. I think it was
Mr Hall who raised some queries about the adequacy or
origin of these measures, and I want to assure him that
the suggestion of this requirement to protect blacklip
abalone goes back to the abalone fishery management
plan that all the stakeholders and government worked
on in 2002. It is also further supported by the seafood
industry and is strongly argued in the paper prepared by
the abalone subcommittee of Seafood Industry Victoria
(SIV) entitled Impact of Permanent Transferability of
Quota Units in the Victorian Abalone Industry on
Resource Sustainability and Industry Development.
That paper was prepared in May 2004, and on pages 1
and 2 the industry makes this point about the five
blacklip quota units:
Moreover, the abalone management plan requires that holders
of abalone harvesting entitlements hold not less than five
quota units. This requirement derives from industry
commitment to the stewardship concept and is key in
ensuring that those entitled to harvest abalone have a
significant stake in the health of the resource.
Whilst there will be some purchases by new parties purely for
investment purposes, it is most likely that the significant
portion of units will continue to be held by those actively
involved in the operations of the industry and with a ‘financial
capital imperative’ to maintain sustainability. There is little to
support the concept that new investors will focus solely on
return on investment at the expense of long-term security and
sustainability of the resource and hence the value of the
investment.
There is no threat to industry’s stewardship of the resource
posed by the requirement that the industry be opened up to
participation by new stakeholders.

That is a very strong statement of support for this
provision of the bill and for the greenlip quota units.
The abalone industry has made it very clear that it is
very supportive of the objectives of the bill we are
debating today and, as I have said, it does not believe
the sustainability of the industry will be compromised.
The industry has been fully involved in consultation
over many years, both in the development of the
management plan in 2002 and in the consideration of
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details of the bill before the house. The government
prepared an exposure draft of the bill, which was
circulated in February and March of this year, and all
licence-holders were sent a copy, so everyone with a
direct interest in this matter has been informed and
given the chance to comment. In fact Seafood Industry
Victoria coordinated a submission from various
stakeholders and sent that to the government, and that
has resulted in some minor technical amendments.
The report from the SIV abalone subcommittee which I
quoted earlier also puts the views that the changes to
the act through the amendments in the bill will be good
for the industry in terms of its development and
marketing and in other ways. It highlights the fact that
the management committee of the industry, the
Abalone Fishery Committee, has been both adaptable
and dynamic and has developed management measures
and arrangements to ensure a sustainable abalone
resource. It has listed management tools and
arrangements and the actions that the Abalone Fishery
Committee has taken in the past to ensure the
sustainability of the industry. That recognition of the
work that has been done in the industry to manage
abalone under sustainable principles was given by the
commonwealth in August 2003 when it accredited the
industry for export under the Environment Protection
and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999.
The SIV paper also puts the arguments in favour of the
bill’s potential to stimulate further industry
development and economic efficiency and strongly
supports allowing other investors, processors and
commercial divers and other members of the
community to acquire abalone quota units. As we have
heard from previous speakers, those who do not hold a
licence have been unable to enter the industry without
purchasing a full licence, which we have heard today is
now to the value of about $7.5 million precluding most
new entrants to the abalone fishing industry. However,
with the changes in the bill there will be an opportunity
for more vertical integration between the catching and
processing sectors of the industry; more quota trading
and investment which will in turn lead to greater
security attached to quota units and should drive down
the cost of capital, which is good for the industry;
further market development through the expansion of
larger operators and the efficiencies that they can
achieve; and also the entry into the market of smaller
boutique operators with new concepts and products.
Again I would like to quote from the paper by the
abalone subcommittee of Seafood Industry Victoria on
innovation that can spring from the content of the
amendments in the bill. Mr Hall made the comment
that he could not quite conceive of how these changes
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could lead to further development and innovation in the
industry, as has been claimed in the second-reading
speech, and the link made with the government’s
objectives for innovation and growth in the Growing
Victoria Together strategy. I quote again:
New entrants and/or small processor operators with access
and control over their supplies of fish enhance the scope for
innovation and niche marketing. This does not decry the
efforts of existing operators, but it does allow those with fresh
ideas and wishing to service niche or boutique markets to
enter or develop within the industry.
Thus, with unit transferability, there will be the scope for
innovation to be driven by new entrants with fresh ideas and
concepts as well as existing operators. This can only benefit
the industry in general through increased dynamism and may
well lead to synergies with current processors and suppliers.

That very strong statement is coming from the industry
itself about the potential of the changes in the bill to
drive industry development, innovation, new products
and the marketing of abalone in a very important export
market.
There are concerns about whether the possible
restructuring and the moves towards the consolidation
of larger quota-holding enterprises may lead to
quasi-monopolies, but that is an important part of
monitoring the changes and their impact on future
sustainability. It is very important that the government
implement these national competition policy reforms by
the scheduled date of 1 April 2006, which is the start of
the new abalone quota licensing year. For those who
are still uncomfortable and uncertain about these
important changes to the industry, as we have heard
earlier today, I draw attention to the fact that Tasmania
separated its quotas from licences more than 10 years
ago and since then that industry has thrived. The reports
from Tasmania are that sustainability has not been
compromised, investment has increased, higher returns
have been provided to government, there has been a
high level of quota ownership by the processing sector
and higher prices have been obtained by the catching
sector. Overall it is all very positive. The industry
provides a model for sustainable management of other
natural resource industries, and it is important to
support the bill before the house this evening.
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I rise to
make my contribution to the debate on the Fisheries
(Abalone) Bill. I am pleased to let honourable members
know that I have the privilege of having a great deal of
that abalone fishery activity occurring in my electorate.
I am very pleased to have those people searching for
and retrieving abalone there. That is a very good thing,
because as in most industries there is a multiplier effect
from the people who have the licences and who
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actively forage for this valuable material. There are
benefits through the boating industry and the supply
industry to the marine sections, and a whole raft of
activities which underpin the sustainable work that is
done. That is much appreciated. As a matter of fact if
one were down on the Mornington Peninsula on a
regular basis one would see from time to time the
abalone divers going out in their boats. It is reassuring
to know this valuable contributor to the state’s
economy is continuing to operate as a viable industry.
I share the concern of previous speakers that
sustainability is also a very important issue in the
consideration of this bill and in any consideration of the
abalone industry. We want to be sure that as time goes
by legislation emphasises sustainability. It is important
that not only the existing legislative measures but also
the improved provisions in this bill and any future
legislation put sustainability at the forefront. It is an
interesting and important aspect of the abalone industry
that the product has an extremely high value. There is a
market for the product in the export area, and we can be
sure that as long as the supply and quality are
maintained, the overseas buyers and some of the
domestic buyers will maintain their enthusiasm to
purchase the Victorian-sourced product. The quality
and reputation of Victorian-produced abalone are very
high, and we want to keep them that way. As was said
in an earlier contribution, the world is consuming more
seafood products, and abalone is an important
contributor to that move. The health benefits of seafood
are well documented and understood, and we are keen
to make sure that Victorian abalone continues to hold
its very high reputation.
I understand there are 71 current licence-holders on the
existing register, producing approximately $70 million
in value and contribution to the industry. I think the
producers deserve a lot of credit. It is a dangerous and
difficult job. There is an understanding of the value of
the licences, but what is not often recognised is the
personal risk and difficulty that abalone fishers
undertake in their dangerous and difficult work. I am
not sure that everyone would like to have to jump out of
a boat into the cold ocean and go down to various
depths, with all of the different hazards that exist. The
rewards those operators achieve are certainly good, but
I think they are earned. I have no difficulty whatsoever
in giving them a great deal of respect for the dangerous
and difficult work they do.
On the wider issue of aquaculture, Victoria lags in the
promotion of its aquaculture profile. Victoria as a state,
through its state government, has a lot of opportunity to
improve aquaculture. A lot more could be done to
produce trout, to overcome the yabby industry’s
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problems and also to encourage the production of rock
lobster products. It is an opportunity that Victoria as a
state should grasp. With the markets that are available
and the quality of the seafood we can produce, I am not
convinced that the state of Victoria is doing enough to
promote and to grow the different sectors of the
aquaculture industry in line with the real market
opportunities. It is small, and that is not acceptable. The
Minister for Agriculture should take on the challenge of
trying to get more opportunities, more employment and
a better economic performance from the high-quality
aquaculture and seafood production that we can
undoubtedly achieve.
I also believe this bill is an important recognition of the
need to comply with undertakings that have been made
in the past by the state government to meet its
obligations under the legislative program for
eliminating unnecessary restrictions. This bill will give
effect to the Victorian Abalone Fishery Management
Plan of 2002, and it will amend the Fisheries Act of
1995 to create new quota settings and management
provisions for the abalone fishery industry.
The core aspect of the bill relates to a new system to
provide the abalone fishery with a separation of the
individual abalone quota units from the abalone fishery
access licences. That will widen the opportunity for
marketing and will widen competition for the legitimate
holding and marketing of product, and I think that is a
very good thing.
It is reassuring to both sides of the house that the bill
was developed in consultation and with a high degree
of support from the abalone industry itself. I also
understand that the VRFish organisation has indicated
that it would expect no negative impact on recreational
abalone divers. That is very helpful and is also a good
thing.
There is one aspect of the abalone industry that I would
like to see improved — that is, the policing of the
illegal taking of abalone. From time to time the
department clamps down on illegal operators and we
see on television and read in the press that arrests,
confiscations of often substantial quantities of illegal
abalone and prosecutions take place. But I would
suggest that there is an opportunity for the state
government to take an even stronger and very
supportive line.
As I move around the Mornington Peninsula it is often
said to me by people in the boating industry and others
that it does not appear that Victoria Police or other
appropriate state authorities have adequate boats to
intercept the illegal abalone-taking activities. In other
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words, the water police, the Department of
Sustainability and Environment, or whatever
department is leading the policing or investigation of
those illegal activities, does not seem to have suitable
vessels available. I would suggest to honourable
members that the state government should, and could,
give early consideration to tightening up the situation
and providing suitable vessels so that the people who
take out boats on excursions and who are involved in
the illegal taking of abalone are better intercepted. As a
matter of fact, it is my impression that they are hardly
intercepted at all and that most of the interceptions,
raids and prosecutions by the authorities are land based.
There is not much use in six or eight policemen sitting
there and looking through telescopes and binoculars
while the abalone poachers sail away in their
high-speed boats back through the heads, or wherever
they go. I would rather see more seaborne interceptions,
and it is about time the state government gave some
more thought to that.
Another aspect of this bill which will be quite helpful is
the management program. When enacted this
legislation will make sure that the management regime
for offences and penalties will be paralleled to others so
that those requirements to ensure sustainability will be
in place specifically for the abalone industry.
Essentially we have a high-quality, high-value product
that presently has and can expect to continue to have a
high-demand profile. Its commercial sustainability is
extremely important, and we would expect that the state
government and its legislative program will ensure that.
I suggest that when the individual access quotas are
marketed consideration be given at all times to the
production side not getting ahead of the capability of
the fishery area itself to produce product.
It is a very pleasing aspect of this industry that those
involved in it appear to be aware and protective of, and
indeed quite positive about, their contribution. It is
good to see the licence-holders taking a constructive,
articulate and regular interest in the welfare and the
sustainability of their particular industry. That is a good
point about this industry, and the producers deserve to
be complimented on the way in which they responsibly
keep contact with the legislature to make sure that their
industry is well looked after.
The importance of the abalone industry is understated.
The 71 licence-holders are spread out and operate along
the Victorian coastline. I believe these 71 licensees
make a measurable, substantial and positive
contribution to the communities — often very small
communities — where they operate. The government
has a responsibility to provide marine interception
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capabilities of a better order to further protect this
industry. We can legislate here day in and day out and
produce bill after bill, but unless the enforcement aspect
is in good stead, that is of limited value.
With those words I am pleased to support the bill.
Again I congratulate the licensees of the abalone
industry for their responsible approach to the legislation
which will help their industry. I would like to see
further action taken to prevent illegal poaching. With
those comments I complete my contribution.
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN (Melbourne West) — I
would like to speak in support of the Fisheries
(Abalone) Bill before the house. This bill recognises the
importance of the abalone industry in Victoria. When
we talk about abalone we are talking about exports to
countries in Asia, because a lot of Asian people —
especially from China, Japan, Korea, Taiwan and other
countries — love abalone dishes.
Hon. C. D. Hirsh — And Vietnam.
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN — And Vietnam too. They
import a lot of abalone from Australia and other parts of
the world — such as Mexico, Central America and so
on.
I know that a lot of Australian people do not know how
to taste this food, but to Asians it is expensive and
abalone is used for cooking only on special
occasions — like weddings or other very special
occasions. It has become expensive and popular in
Asian countries. I know that when many people come
here — say, from Japan or Korea — they always buy
something to take home. I see it in dried, canned, or
frozen products at the airport, in tourist shopping
centres and duty-free shops; it sells well.
There is a big demand for abalone and that is why it has
become so expensive. I remember when I was young I
used to go swimming and we would catch some and
bring them home for a meal.
Hon. C. D. Hirsh — Where was this?
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN — In Victoria, during
summer. Now it is very hard to do it, because it requires
a licence and is very complicated — you have to
measure the size of the abalone. Some people who are
unaware of the law catch abalone for fun or to eat and
not to sell, but those who have been caught have
incurred big fines. Some people who have caught
abalone for commercial purposes — to sell the catch
and make money — but have no licence have also been
caught and have incurred big fines. Those who are not
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catching abalone for commercial purposes are finding it
harder to catch now.
The bill is to recognise the importance of the
industry. It is about the government ensuring the
success of the Victorian abalone fishery management
plan, which was released by the then Minister for
Energy and Resources in April 2002 and which was
drafted after two years of consultation and the provision
of a lot of suggestions and recommendations to the
government. The government wants to ensure that the
business will expand. Licences are expensive and now
cost $6 million. Can you believe it!
Hon. C. D. Hirsh — You used to go and get them at
the beach.
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN — I remember that 10 to
15 years ago they were talking about $100 000 — —
Hon. C. D. Hirsh interjected.
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN — Yes, but I did not know
how to dive. Abalone licences are big business. Back
then it cost about $100 000 in the market but now it is
$6 million. I know a lot of people who have a licence.
They have to get a boat and all sorts of things, but they
do not know how to dive, and it is expensive to employ
the divers. A lot of divers have a licence and sell
abalone. I spoke to a local abalone licensee at Laverton
seven years ago who invited me to visit his site. He had
a shop and a licence, and he employed divers and
caught abalone. I went there, and he said, ‘The industry
is very healthy but the restrictions are very high’. He
could not do much with the licence because there was a
limit on how many he could catch. He wanted to get
more employment, and he wanted more flexibility so he
could catch more abalone to sell. The government has
licence requirements that limit where licensees can
catch abalone, how many they can catch, what size and
those sorts of things.
As I mentioned before, there are penalties, and the
government is getting tougher every day. An October
2003 press release by the Minister for Agriculture
clearly states that the government was placing limits on
what the people could catch. The bill also talks about
the current offences and penalties applying to all quota
fisheries, and those same offences and penalties are
effectively replicated into the bill specifically for
abalone. The bill provides tough penalties for people
who have no licence and who catch and sell abalone
illegally. People with a licence also have to be careful
too. I know from a statement made by the Minister for
Agriculture that people are trading abalone for illegal
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drugs in Australia. That is very surprising. The
statement says:
Illegal fishing activity has parallels with the illegal drug trade
and at times intersects with it as organised criminals use
increasingly sophisticated measures to harvest and launder
profits.

Illegal traders export abalone to other countries and
exchange them for illegal drugs, which they import into
Australia. That is their trade. It is time to stop those
things happening, because we do not want organised
crime involved in this industry. That will harm our
trade with Asian countries. We need to make sure the
government keeps an eye on these activities. When
shops buy abalone they must get a receipt showing how
many kilograms they purchased. Generally they have to
make sure documents in the form of receipts and so on
are provided.
That is because the inspector can visit any Asian
grocery at any time to check and ask grocers and
restaurants, ‘Are you selling abalone? If you are selling
it, where are you buying it from?’, and ask them to
provide documents. Now everything is very controlled
by the fishery department. Things are getting harder
everyday but they make sure there is no criminal
activity in this industry. We make sure that the people
who are buying or selling provide documents.
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In doing so I thank everyone for their outstanding
contributions.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

LAND (MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 September; motion of
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries).

Sometimes the recreational catchers — there are still
some around — do it for fun. They are not catching it
for selling; they are catching it to eat or for their
families. We have to be careful not to charge people
who have no intention of selling abalone. Some of them
just do it for fun; on a hot day they go to the beach and
catch abalone.

Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — I am pleased
to make a contribution to the Land (Miscellaneous
Matters) Bill and indicate the opposition does not
oppose this bill. It is an important bill in some respects.
It does three things: it changes the land arrangements
for Sovereign Hill, which we strongly support; it
changes the arrangements at Berry Street; and it
changes the arrangements at the Anglicare site. These
are important matters. We strongly support the work of
Anglicare and Berry Street. It is important that these
organisations have the support of government and of
the opposition. We offer that support. It is true that
Berry Street has had moments over the last few years
where it has perhaps not picked the community mood
as closely as it ought to have, but that is another matter
for another time.

This bill also mentions the importance of quota units
and refers to what can be caught — the minimum size.
It talks about the annual physical stock assessment,
predictive modelling and the abalone fishery
committee. They are important things. We would like
to see this industry export more overseas and bring
more business to Victoria, and to make sure there is no
criminal activity in trading abalone with the illegal drug
trade in the world. I support the bill before the house.

I want to put on record that essentially this bill revokes
the existing reservations and adds lands to the holdings
of Sovereign Hill. That is very important. I am sure if
Ms Hadden were in the house she would support that
step strongly. I notice the Acting President is looking
very agitated about my comments but I think that is
true: she would support the addition of the
land-holdings at Sovereign Hill because it is such a
significant institution in the Ballarat area.

Motion agreed to.

The bill also revokes the reservations and adds land to
the holdings of Anglicare Victoria and Berry Street
Victoria in East Melbourne.

Read second time.
Third reading
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

There is an issue concerning surrounding land-holders.
It appears to me that with the Anglicare site the
land-holders adjacent to the site need to be dealt with
fairly. It appears that if the reservations are revoked and
the government’s plan proceeds that effectively a
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laneway will be closed on that site, and that will affect
both the Anglicare site and the adjacent land-holders. I
am not sure that the government has thought this
through as clearly as it ought to do, but the opposition is
not prepared to oppose this bill.
It is important that those bodies like Sovereign Hill
have the support of the Parliament, and it is important
that Anglicare and Berry Street have the clearest
indications from the Parliament that they have our
support. I believe that the discontinuation of the road at
Sovereign Hill will, under the provisions of this bill, be
added to the reserve and the lease area under the same
conditions as exist. In the longer term it will be part of
the whole precinct, and that will strengthen the
situation. Sovereign Hill’s role in Ballarat is significant.
It is the flagship tourist destination and has a huge
significance for that town and the broader region.
Anything that can be done to support that is important.
In terms of Berry Street and Anglicare, there are issues
with the surrounds of the site and it is important that the
Valuer-General is involved. It is also important that the
steps be gone through very carefully. As I understand it,
the balance of the lease over the Berry Street premises
will remain with Bayside Health until 2007. That is
appropriate. My colleague the member for Hawthorn in
the lower house, Ted Baillieu, has made a number of
points about these matters, and they were driven by the
comments made to him by a number of residents of
East Melbourne and other areas. It is appropriate to read
these into Hansard. In a letter of 16 May to the
Treasurer, John Brumby, the East Melbourne residents
group said:
We understand that use of the land for this purpose will
continue until at least 2007 when current lease arrangements
come to an end.

I further quote from the letter:
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your department has not put in place any consultation process
with the community and seems indifferent to two issues of
concern to all of the affected residents.

I think these are the cruxes of the matter:
The first issue concerns the elimination of eight car spaces
that are located on the first four blocks to be sold. These
off-road spaces are currently used by the staff and visitors to
the AIDS hospice and it is now being suggested that only two
spaces are required. The local residents believe this is an
underestimate of the parking needs of staff, nursing visitors
and patients and their visitors.
The second issue concerns the access lane at the rear of the
Vale and Berry streets properties. The current lane width is an
artefact —

and it is important that these facts be incorporated into
Hansard —
of the early surveys made before the motor car was invented.
For the Vale Street blocks at the rear of the first four Berry
Street blocks to be sold there has been some give and take
that has resulted in a right of way being created to make it
possible for the owners of the properties concerned to
manoeuvre their cars into off-street garages at the rear of their
properties.

I commend the give and take involved in that. That is a
neighbourly thing that one would expect the Parliament
to support.
In preparing the first four blocks for sale your department has
applied to demolish a garage and re-establish fences on the
exact lane boundary. An unintended consequence of this will
be to make it impossible for three Vale Street residents to
maintain access to garages at the rear of their blocks.
In our view both issues could be addressed by small
modifications to the overall development plan that would
have little or no impact on the economic return to your
department.
We request that you use your good offices to persuade the
department that the cause of good urban planning would be
advanced if —

The Department of Treasury and Finance has developed a
proposal to progressively sell off the land for residential
purposes. In the first instance it is proposed to sell off four
contiguous house blocks at the northern end of the
government land. It is contemplated that further sales will be
made as land becomes available. There is some confusion
between your department and its consultants on exactly what
the sale proposal is.

The department met with local residents and
representatives of Melbourne City Council to explain the
long-term proposal in detail and consult with the
community and the city planners on how to optimise the
proposed sale arrangements …
The southernmost of the four blocks to be sold first was
retained to accommodate adequate parking spaces for
the AIDS hospice until such time as the hospice is
vacated and the second-stage blocks released for sale.

The letter continues, and I think it is important to
incorporate this into the Hansard record:

It adopted a design principle that would see the length of
all of the nine Crown blocks reduced by the small length
that would be needed to widen the back lane to the
extent needed to create an adequate turning circle …

Apart from a limited briefing on the details of an ancillary
planning application to demolish a garage and erect a
boundary fence —

this is the East Melbourne residents group —

…
The alternative is to sterilise existing off-street car parks at the
rear of some Vale Street blocks and force more cars onto
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already congested local street parking. This is hardly a sound
planning outcome.

The letter is signed by Margaret Wood, president and
convenor, and Judith Batrouney, coordinator, for and
on behalf of the East Melbourne Inc. heritage and
planning subcommittee. I think these are reasonable
points being made by a local community group which
understands its local area. It is important that these
points are understood by the government, but
unfortunately I see little sign that these points are
understood.
On 1 June 2005 Alan and Deirdre Basham wrote to the
shadow Minister for Planning explaining that they
reside at 114 Vale Street immediately behind Crown
land in Berry Street, East Melbourne, and that, together
with their neighbours, they would be directly affected
by the redevelopment proposal for this site. They
stated:
The Anglicare-Berry Street proposal to fence this Crown land
off, including the ‘setback’ mentioned, prior to its sale,
immediately forces all cars at number 110, 112 and 114 Vale
Street out of their garages and onto the street. Parking, as you
may be aware in this inner city precinct with such close
proximity to the Melbourne Cricket Ground, is constantly a
problem. Not to mention that the removal of all three
properties’ off-street parking substantially devalues their
worth by an estimated $50 000 each.

These are important points. I do not want to overlabour
the points but I think it is important that the government
take them into consideration. I would appreciate the
minister, if he feels so enabled, making points about
these parking matters and the proposals in East
Melbourne in his comments on the third reading. The
opposition does not propose to take this bill into a
committee stage. We think that would be excessive but
individual residents, a small number perhaps but
nonetheless a significant group, should be
accommodated where possible. It would be reasonable
for the government to indicate that it will take steps
with the redevelopment proposals. There is no fixed
shape to these redevelopments and it would be very
possible to incorporate the concerns raised and
legitimate points made by the East Melbourne residents
in such proposals. If the government were to do that, it
would meet all of the concerns the opposition and
others might raise in a very reasonable way.
The government’s approach to planning throughout the
metropolitan area leaves a lot to be desired. I know in
my own area of East Yarra Province concern has
increasingly mounted in the community about Kew
Residential Services. I compliment the Boroondara City
Council on the work it has done in pointing out to the
government the folly of a number of its steps. I am
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pleased that my local colleagues Andrew McIntosh, the
member for Kew in another place, and Richard
Dalla-Riva have been prepared to support me and
others in a campaign to ensure that a better planning
process operates in that area. It is important to contrast
the government’s planning approaches throughout the
metropolitan area. The revocation of existing
reservations and the addition of land to holdings at a
number of these places in metropolitan Melbourne is
significant. It is indicative of the government’s
approach to planning statewide.
As I said, I am concerned about the processes operating
in areas within the city of Boroondara, particularly the
Kew Residential Services site. There are still heritage
issues to be dealt with. Those issues are very much
alive, and I hope the government and the authorities
deal with them in a way which properly represents the
significance of that site to the broader Victorian
community. Equally, I hope the Boroondara council
continues its strong opposition to the government’s
plans to ratchet up density and the intensity of
development, including the height of development and
the immediate density of the Kew Residential Services
site. I have made the point in this chamber many times
that I have lived within a short cooee of the Kew
Residential Services site for more than 20 years. I have
a very good understanding of the site, having lived for a
number of years in Wills Street immediately adjacent to
the Kew Residential Services site. I am increasingly
concerned about the impact on the amenity of a number
of parts of Kew of the government’s plans, its dash for
cash and its plan to ratchet up its appropriation of
significant community resources.
I understand that Walker Corporation from New South
Wales has signed a contract with the government but it
is very unclear how many units, how many premises,
how many buildings and how many family homes will
be built on the Kew Residential Services site. I know
that the government’s plan to develop an $80 million
profit centre and to collect a significant share of the
revenue after the $80 million mark will see it far
surpass its outlay on current plans and pocket a
considerable windfall. That windfall will go to
consolidated revenue. I do not think it will do anything
for anyone specific and I am very concerned about that.
I think the government has lost sight of what is
important in our community. It has lost sight of what
the community really believes. Mr Bishop and many
members of The Nationals and the Liberal Party were
present today but only one or two members of the
Labor Party — —
Mr Lenders — Try five.
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Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I only saw two there,
Mr Lenders, and I was there for most of the time. I only
saw two, I am happy to be corrected — —
Mr Lenders — You should count outside south
metropolitan, you might learn something.
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speak. The Leader of the Opposition, Robert Doyle,
was prepared to go out there and speak. I know that
other senior shadow ministers and opposition
spokespersons were prepared to be out there to indicate
their support.
Hon. C. D. Hirsh — What is wrong with your eyes?

Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I counted all the members
of The Nationals. I think there were 10 members of The
Nationals there and at least 7 Liberals.
Hon. B. W. Bishop — There should have been 11.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I only counted 10,
Mr Bishop, but I stand to be corrected. If one slipped
through the cracks, that is as it may be.
Hon. B. W. Bishop — We don’t slip through the
cracks.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I am happy to be
corrected on that. I think points were made at the carers
meeting this morning. Representatives of Kew Cottages
spoke strongly — Ian Wally collared me for some time.
Other representatives of the Kew Cottages Coalition
spoke very clearly about matters of great importance to
the community in and around that area.
It was very clear from the carers who met today that the
government had lost its way on these important issues.
The government had failed to understand what was
important. I do not believe it understands the pressures
and difficulties that carers face. I do not believe it
understands for even one moment the challenges that
carers face.
I was struck by the contribution that the member for
Caulfield in the other place made to the debate. She
clearly had had a family situation over many years
which enabled her to understand the impact on carers of
the requirement to provide that ongoing care. The
ongoing care is not a 9-to-5 issue. It is not something
that finishes at business hours. It is something that
impacts on family life over a huge period of time. I
compliment the carers who were there today on their
contribution. I believe their points are very legitimate. I
am very aware of the needs of carers in areas within the
health portfolio, whether it be mental health patients
and their families or patients in the community services
portfolio and their families. The issues are substantially
the same and very significant.
I do not think this government has been prepared to do
what is necessary for carers. I believe the Premier and
his senior ministers were not prepared to be present
today, and I think that was telling. The Leader of The
Nationals, Peter Ryan, was prepared to go out there and

Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — Nothing is wrong with
my eyes. They are very acute, and I can see you very
clearly, Ms Hirsh. I want to place on record my strong
support for the work of the carers groups. I was very
pleased to talk to a number of carers, privately and
quietly, separate from the official proceedings, to
understand some of their individual issues and to
indicate the Liberal Party’s strong support for those
carers. But those issues seem a world away from where
the government is. They seem to be issues that the
government has turned a blind eye or a deaf ear to, and
that is very concerning.
The government’s approach is like its approach to Kew
Cottages, and like its approach, as I have indicated on
other occasions in this chamber, to the Camberwell
railway station. That important heritage site is still
under threat by this government. I am very concerned
that arrangements have still not been put in place that
will protect that site, and increasingly I believe the
community is demanding the protection of that site. The
member for Hawthorn in the other place, Ted Baillieu,
who is the shadow Minister for Planning, has been very
active in fighting for that site, as has Andrew McIntosh,
the member for Kew in the other place. The work of
Ted Baillieu on the Camberwell railway station issue
has been significant. The efforts of others have also
been significant. A number of councillors have been
prepared to stand up and fight. The recent council
elections demonstrated very clearly the views of the
community.
Whether it be with respect to the Camberwell railway
station or the Kew Cottages site, the community voted
with its feet, with its hands and with its pencils very
strongly to say that it did not want these councillors
who were prepared to do the government’s bidding to
allow the overdevelopment of these key sites. I was
concerned in the lead-up to the council elections to see
that the community did have its say, and I must say the
community in the end did have its say. Those
councillors who were prepared to vote for proposals
without thought and vote for the government’s
proposals without being prepared to stand up against
them were thrown out. They lost their council seats
without exception. Those that were prepared to fight
and say, ‘This is wrong. This is not what the
community wants in the city of Boroondara’ were
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returned. It was as simple as that. These are important
messages. I compliment the new council on its
preparedness to continue that fight, to continue those
messages and to continue the work that is very much
required in our area.
In returning to the bill and moving away from points
that relate to broader planning issues, I compliment our
shadow Minister for Planning in the other place on the
thoroughness of his preparation and for assisting me to
understand this bill. As I have said, I believe the matters
around Sovereign Hill are very clear. The community
supports those, and the Liberal Party strongly supports
them.
We have greater concerns around Anglicare and Berry
Street. We are concerned that there are issues involving
the surrounding land, but none of those are issues that
the government cannot resolve after the passage of this
bill. For that reason we do not propose to oppose the
bill. We indicate very strongly that the Liberal Party
does not oppose the bill, but calls on the government —
and perhaps the minister may wish to do this in his
third-reading summing up — to indicate that it will be
reasonable and work with local community interests to
assure that not only the objectives of Anglicare and
Berry Street are met, but that the legitimate and
reasonable interests of local residents are
accommodated.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — I am
pleased on behalf of The Nationals to rise and speak on
the Land (Miscellaneous Matters) Bill. This bill might
not seem to be a very large bill, but it is an important
bill for the people and the organisations it affects. It
does two major things. One is to revoke the
reservations in the Crown grants relating to various
parcels of land and to rereserve part of one of those
parcels of land, and to amend the Ballarat (Sovereign
Hill) Land Act 1970 to provide for additional land to be
included in the reserved land to which that act applies.
The Nationals do not oppose this bill. During the
consulting process that my colleague in the other house
the member for Shepparton did, it appeared to have
wide support from anyone whom she contacted or who
responded to her consultative process.
I am certainly not familiar with the land around the
Ballarat area. If Ms Hadden were here she would
certainly be able to make a contribution on this
particular issue because I am sure she would know it far
better than most of us in this house would. Whilst she
has only been missing up to date for a short while, I
think the house has missed much of her zip and life that
she puts into the house. I am sure that Ms Hadden
would have had much more information on this than I
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can offer the house tonight. However, it appears that a
very cooperative process has been gone through with
the City of Ballarat and the state government. That was
quite apparent when The Nationals consulted with the
City of Ballarat. I know the mayor of the City of
Ballarat, Cr David Vendy, reasonably well.
When I was with the Grain Elevators Board of Victoria
a number of years ago and also the Australian Wheat
Board, David was involved in the rail industry. I can
remember meeting up with him when we met in
Ballarat about four years ago, if my memory serves me
right. It is a good story that the City of Ballarat and the
Sovereign Hill Museums Association can come
together and agree to close part of an unused road to
create more room for the reserve. As I understand it,
parts of those roads are Robertson and Wainwright
streets next to the reserve. It will add about 6360 square
metres of Crown land to the Sovereign Hill tourist
reserve.
We are fortunate in Victoria, indeed in Australia, to
have places such as Sovereign Hill. There is no doubt
they are able to capture the history of the gold rush that
was so exciting and lends so much history to this state.
You could also say that Sovereign Hill reflects
democracy in Australia. I was interested to look at
some of the research and note that Sovereign Hill has
the equivalent of 200 staff. I also noted in the research
that there were 300 volunteers. You can ask yourself
the question — and I do this all the time in considering
many organisations — what would we do without our
volunteers who put such a labour of love into those
organisations so they can be viable, sustainable and
very effective. Sovereign Hill is fortunate in that it is
close to the big population of Melbourne. It is easy to
get to by any means. Victorians should be very pleased
that we have done a reasonably good job of maintaining
history throughout our state.
When I think of Sovereign Hill I also think of the Swan
Hill Pioneer Settlement. I cannot remember if they
started about the same time, but I have always in my
mind aligned them together. Of course there are other
historic places throughout Victoria, such as Echuca,
which reflects very well the riverboat days, and
Bendigo, which picks up the gold era. Anyone who
goes to Bendigo should pay a visit to the Central
Deborah mine. It has been very well done, and you
certainly get a very good understanding of mining in
those days. Obviously that facility is used for
entertainment as well. It has been very well done. A
fellow I went to school with, Dennis O’Hoy, was
involved and did a lot of work in that particular area.
Again, I congratulate the people who put that effort in
to ensure that the goldmining era is well and truly
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maintained in places like Bendigo. I know the area also
retains and recognises the Chinese history, Russell
Jack’s area, where you certainly get a good
understanding of the Chinese population and the
benefits they brought to the Bendigo area during the
gold era.
There is always a battle in those areas to maintain
market share as those organisations struggle to gain a
proportion of not only the domestic market but
internationally as well. Sovereign Hill, as I have said, is
close to the big population centres of Melbourne,
Geelong and other places so is easy to get to and
obviously that gives it a break in the market. Echuca is
within easy reach of Melbourne and you can go up of a
Friday evening and certainly get back by Sunday
evening without too much trouble. Swan Hill has done
it well with its wharf and the paddle boats in recreating
the history of that era as well. I had a bit to do with the
Swan Hill Pioneer Settlement, which offers tremendous
examples of the history of not only paddle boats but
certainly the agricultural and social pursuits of that area
of many years ago. It is a huge attraction. There are
many things to see, but obviously with fuel prices at the
pumps ratcheting up to $1.40 a litre it puts people off
travelling as far as that. It is probably 31/2 to 4 hours
away by car from Melbourne so obviously petrol prices
will take a toll on our tourist areas.
It is often interesting in relation to the pioneer
settlement that it has the former Commercial Bank
building that comes from my home town of Waitchie
where the banker used to visit every fortnight during
the year and every week during the harvest, and that
bank now sits in pride of place in the Swan Hill Pioneer
Settlement. That settlement is a good reflection of the
early days of the paddle boats. The Gem sits in its
floating dock and obviously takes on board a lot of
refurbishment as years go on, and the Pyap also
requires a lot of upkeep. I understand a little bit of work
has to be done on it. It is important that we maintain
those historical links with the past.
I know my mother lived on the bank of the Murray
River when she was a young woman, and her brother,
my uncle, used to cut wood for the river boats. That
was an interesting time as the river boats plied the river
with their barges of wool which would call in and get
the wood to keep the boilers going. It was probably a
very romantic time in Australia’s history, and certainly
one that our historical areas have done a good job to
maintain.
The pioneer settlement in Swan Hill takes a huge
amount of resource and effort to keep everything up to
speed. A huge amount of old machinery has been
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collected, and the volunteers, who are too numerous to
mention, do a fantastic job, but they probably have
many years of work ahead of them in bringing that
equipment up to where it was in past years. I know that
Robyn Till, the manager, has often spoken to us about
the need for a large shed to store the old machinery so it
can be kept in decent order before they can get to it and
restore it. I suspect I would have a fair bit of support
that organisations like that should be state museums.
That is what they are because they retain our history. It
is a pity that governments do not look at funding
organisations like the Swan Hill Pioneer Settlement as
state museums so that a good job can be done of
maintaining those areas well into the future.
I now turn to the second part of the bill which revolves
around the treatment of Crown land, predominantly in
East Melbourne, known as the Anglicare site, which
has a fair bit of history. I have just been talking about
history on the river and other places, but obviously
there is a fair bit of history in these sites as well. As I
understand it, this particular area was reserved first in
1865, which goes back a fair way. It has been used in a
number of ways — which comes into the history side
of it — which I hope will be preserved into the future.
That particular site was used as a training — to use an
old-fashioned word — asylum. It was also used to
accommodate young women who were doing domestic
or technical training in those days, and recently it has
been used for welfare work.
Anglicare is a well-known and well-respected agency
in the welfare industry. As I understand it, it is one of
the largest suppliers of care and support to our young
people, to children and to families.
I take my hat off to these organisations; they do a
fantastic job wherever they are throughout Victoria and
indeed Australia. We all have them; they probably have
different names, but they all service people in need
extremely well. One I work with quite closely in the
Mildura and Swan Hill area is Mallee Family Care; it is
run by a gentleman called Vernon Knight. He is very
experienced in community service, particularly foster
care. Mallee Family Care does that very well indeed. It
has trusted foster carers, and I hope in the future the
government continues to keep in place the autonomy
that is there now in relation to those non-government
organisations and their relationship with their carers.
The organisations do it well because they are at arm’s
length from government. We have heard some
disturbing rumours over the past few weeks of a bill
that is supposed to come to this house. I am not going
to talk about the name of it, but as I understand it there
is concern in the industry that it may give government
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much more power than it has now. It may become
much more intrusive into the non-government agencies
and their management of the care of children. I would
urge the government to go carefully on that issue. If we
break down the capacity of our non-government
organisations to do that work, to use their links
particularly in those community areas where there is
foster care, it could have a massive detrimental effect
on the sector that we rely on so much.
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Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — I am very pleased to
speak on behalf of the government in support of the
Land (Miscellaneous Matters) Bill. The bill aims firstly
to support two of Victoria’s key community service
organisations, Anglicare Victoria and Berry Street child
and family care centre, by assisting them in the
rationalisation of their property interests. The second
part of the bill seeks to support one of Victoria’s
premier tourist and educational facilities, the Sovereign
Hill Museums Association facility at Ballarat.

I refer back to the bill, which preserves the lease — —
Mr Lenders — You are going to stray back to the
bill, are you, Barry?
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — I could talk about dogs, but
I will go back to the bill. It preserves the lease between
Anglicare and Bayside Health that has been in place
since 2000. The Berry Street property is used for
extended care for HIV/AIDS sufferers, for people with
mental health issues, drug and alcohol dependency and
physical disabilities. Before that it had support
programs for women and young children who had been
sexually or physically assaulted. As I understand it,
Anglicare will come to an arrangement with the Crown
that approximately 40 per cent of the land will be sold
by public auction and the balance of the site will be an
unconditional Crown grant to Anglicare. The lease
between Anglicare and Bayside Health will be
preserved.
There is other land at the Berry Street child and family
care centre. In the past it has provided support and
protection for children and young people who have
suffered severe abuse or neglect. I notice in the
second-reading speech that at any one time there might
be 700 clients involved; that is a huge number. It makes
us stop and think. Again, it has some history as well. It
has served our community for 130 years. As I
understand it, Berry Street has agreed to forego its
interest in the whole site. Some of that site will be
temporarily reserved for child care and Berry Street will
have an unrestricted Crown grant on the balance of the
site. I wonder a bit about that temporary reservation for
child care. The minister may care to comment on that
when we get to the end of the second-reading debate.
I note there is some concern over car parking space. I
urge the government to address this issue now and not
leave it until it gets to a stage where it cannot be
managed later. All in all, The Nationals do not oppose
this bill. We wish Sovereign Hill, Berry Street and
Anglicare all the best in the future with their acquisition
of land.

I would expect that all members of this place would
know and appreciate the fine work of Anglicare
Victoria to support vulnerable members of our
community across the state. I was looking at Anglicare
Victoria’s web site this afternoon. It is very engaging.
The key mission statement on the home page says:
Anglicare Victoria supports children, young people and
families through practical care that makes a lasting difference.

Their services include family, disability, foster care,
homeless support and emergency relief. It is a critical
organisation for community service in our state.
This bill removes the Crown land reservation on the
Anglicare site in East Melbourne which is leased to
Bayside Health. It provides a facility that is of great
importance to residents across our city because on that
site it cares for people living with HIV/AIDS.
Anglicare leases the site to Bayside Health. With the
support of Anglicare and the City of Melbourne, the
government is seeking through this bill to revoke the
Crown land reservation on the site. Anglicare will
actually retain the majority of the site across five
freehold titles. Its interest will be consolidated on these
freehold titles and the rest of the site will be sold at
public auction by the Department of Treasury and
Finance, having been declared surplus to needs by
DTF. As I said before, both Anglicare and the City of
Melbourne are fully supportive of these arrangements,
which will in no way impact upon the operation of or
the lease arrangement with Bayside Health.
Berry Street Victoria is located in the same block as
Bayside Health and is well known to Victorians for its
work to assist families and to protect children. I looked
at its web site today, and it tells us that each year Berry
Street Victoria works with over 5000 children, young
people and families that have experienced abuse,
neglect and disadvantage. This bill will work to assist
Berry Street Victoria through the revocation of the
Crown land status of the site it currently occupies. The
organisation will be granted just over 600 square metres
of land across three freehold certificates of title. This
again has the support of the city council and Berry
Street Victoria. However, the land between Berry Street
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Victoria and Bayside Health will be retained in public
ownership and this bill will re-reserve that land for
public purposes. The East Melbourne child-care centre
operates on that site between Berry Street Victoria and
Bayside Health. The Department of Human Services
will become the committee of management for that site,
so this bill works to assist with the property
arrangements of three important community service
providers — Anglicare Victoria, East Melbourne
child-care centre and Berry Street Victoria, importantly
with the support of each and the Melbourne City
Council.
The bill also deals with one of Victoria’s premier tourist
attractions — that is, the Sovereign Hill tourist precinct
at Ballarat. Over the last 35 years Sovereign Hill has
become a major tourist attraction, not just for Victorians
but also for interstate and international visitors. I was
interested to read that Sovereign Hill opened in 1970
and has been operating for 35 years. I was a very young
person at secondary school when it opened, and I can
remember seeing some of the coverage of the opening
and wondering what it would be like to go there. I
could not imagine such a facility. It seemed very
exciting. I had the opportunity later in my secondary
school life to go on a school excursion to Sovereign
Hill with my Australian history class when we were
studying the goldfields era. It was every bit as exciting
as I had imagined it to be. It made the history of the
goldfields come alive for all who visited it then and
does the same for those who visit it now.
I know Sovereign Hill has become a must-see attraction
for teachers and students of Australian history. It gets
enormous visitation from primary and secondary school
children, and is on most of the international tour routes.
When I last went there with my own family a couple of
years ago there were busloads of Japanese tourists
visiting it, so it is obviously a very popular destination
in its own right. It celebrates and educates people about
the gold rush era of Victoria’s history, an era that was
so important in laying the economic foundation of our
state and for its rich cultural heritage. At that time
people from all over the world came to Victoria to try
to find their fortune. Indeed this Parliament House
harks back to the gold rush era, and we are the
beneficiaries of the wonderful finds on the goldfields at
Ballarat, because our Parliament House was first
commissioned in the 1850s. It is a great tourist
attraction and is wonderful for the local economy. I
know it provides a great deal of employment and a
great deal of pride.
Mr Lenders — What! Parliament House?
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Ms CARBINES — No, I am not talking about
Parliament House. I am talking about Sovereign Hill.
Of course, Parliament House is a great tourist attraction
in its own right, but I am not sure it adds to the
economy in the same way as Sovereign Hill does at
Ballarat. Sovereign Hill certainly adds a great deal to
the local pride of people who live in Ballarat. It is a
wonderful experience for everyone who visits it. This
bill provides for the addition of over 6000 square
metres of land to the Sovereign Hill precinct that will
allow for an extension which will assist in the
organisation and admission of the tourists and students
who visit that wonderful site. The land being made
available for Sovereign Hill comes from the addition of
two disused road reservations. I know Sovereign Hill is
enormously grateful for this land the government is
making available to it with the support of the City of
Ballarat.
This bill works in a number of ways to support different
community services — Anglicare, Berry Street Victoria
and the East Melbourne child-care centre — in the
organisation and rationalisation of their property
interests. It also works to support Sovereign Hill at
Ballarat, one of Victoria’s premier tourist attractions
and educational facilities, by granting it additional land.
It is with a great deal of pride that I wish this bill a
speedy passage.
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — This bill
will certainly get a speedy passage from me because
I intend my comments to be very brief. The bill is not
being opposed by the opposition and The Nationals.
Essentially it proposes to add some Crown land to the
Sovereign Hill reserve in Ballarat; to make some
Crown land in East Melbourne available for sale and
development; and to remove some restrictions on a
small number of parcels of land which are currently
granted to charitable institutions.
As Ms Carbines said, the addition of the Crown land to
the Sovereign Hill tourist reserve at Ballarat will enable
Sovereign Hill to continue with its ongoing
development. It is a very important tourist attraction for
Victoria, and certainly when my family has visitors
from overseas we always take them to Ballarat because
it is such a fantastic experience. The concept of going
back in time can sometimes be in the nature of a
hyperbole, but I think when one goes to Sovereign Hill
one does have that experience.
I understand the land which is the subject of this bill
was part of an unused road which was closed some
three years ago, and the acquisition has been made by
the Sovereign Hill Museums Association. I am sure that
all members will agree that if this land can further
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augment the tourist attraction at Ballarat, it will have
the strong support of all members, which it does.
The other part of the bill relates to some Crown land at
the Anglicare site in East Melbourne. Anglicare
Victoria currently occupies some Crown land reserved
as a site of a servants training asylum. I am not quite
sure what a servants training asylum is, but I doubt if
that use is pertinent today. When this interest is
surrendered an unrestricted Crown grant will be issued.
The Berry Street child and family care centre in East
Melbourne is located on Crown land which is
permanently reserved at the moment as a site for an
infants asylum. Again, I doubt that we would need that
land for that purpose today. When this interest is
surrendered an unrestricted Crown grant will be issued.
The purpose of these changes is to better equip these
organisations to continue to provide the services which
are so well regarded by our community. From my short
experience as a member of this place I know these sorts
of bills come before this house from time to time; we
make minor adjustments to Crown land, its reservations
and provisions for further use. As I said at the
beginning, this has been a very brief contribution. The
bill is being supported by both the opposition and The
Nationals, and I am very pleased to commend it to the
house.
Motion agreed to.
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ROYAL VICTORIAN INSTITUTE FOR THE
BLIND AND OTHER AGENCIES
(MERGER) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Sport and Recreation) on motion of Mr Lenders.

PIPELINES BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 September; motion of
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Resources).
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) —
I have pleasure in speaking on behalf of the opposition
on the Pipelines Bill. It is really a substantial bill in that
it replaces and re-enacts amendments to the law relating
to the operation and construction of pipelines in
Victoria, repeals the Pipelines Act 1967 and has other
purposes. For those who will not take the time to read
it, the bill covers some 127 pages. To put it in
perspective, when the principal legislation was enacted
in 1967 I was four years of age, so this is a substantial
change to that principal act.
Mr Lenders — You read the bill when you were
four?

Read second time.
Third reading
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — By leave,
I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so I thank members for their contributions,
especially Mr David Davis, Mr Bishop, Ms Carbines
and Mr Hilton.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — I did not read
the bill when I was four.
Hon. E. G. Stoney — You were virtually in the
pipeline.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — I was just out
of the pipeline at that stage at age four. But it is
interesting that we have bills before Parliament that
reflect on acts that are so old. I remind myself that the
Crimes Act 1958 is still in operation. This bill repeals a
1967 act and puts in place a framework and new system
for dealing with all aspects of planning, development,
licensing and use of major pipeline infrastructure. I am
led to believe this is a bill that has followed several
years of consultation with every industry and other
stakeholders and that it is supported — although not
generally widely — in the main as it moves forward.
It seems strange that we have a bill before the house
about the construction and operation of pipelines. It is
not likely that you would wake up in the morning and
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say, ‘I wonder how the operation and construction of
pipelines in Victoria is going’. But this is an important
bill. There is no doubt that the construction and
operation of pipelines are very important in providing
essential services throughout Victoria and ensuring we
have a proper process to establish the formulation and
facilitation of the development so that it benefits
Victoria. It is important that we have a process that
ensures an effective, efficient and flexible regulatory
system for the establishment of pipelines; that there is
sound establishment of consultative processes, and that
these processes determine the most efficient and most
suitable route.
In talking about pipelines, you would assume they flow
from point A to point B and therefore would need just
an automatic flow-through approach. But that is not the
correct assumption to make. Nowadays, in contrast to
the situation in 1967, we have to take into account some
of the environmental impacts and effects of pipeline
processes and flows as they are developed throughout
country Victoria and indeed throughout all of Victoria.
A number of principles are established within the bill. It
is important to ensure that the principles outlined in
clause 4 fall within a relevant strategic framework that
takes into account a range of issues. I draw to attention
some of those issues. Biological diversity needs to be
protected. It is clear nowadays that we need to
understand some of the biological issues.
Subclause (2)(a) talks about individual and community
wellbeing, and we need to be mindful of that. We can
no longer assume that the building of pipelines will
supersede and override the wishes of those individuals
or communities. We need to ensure, for example, as
subclause (2)(f) provides, that longer term issues are
taken into consideration in pipeline developments. Of
course the decision-making process needs to be
established — I have to say this reminds me of doing
my master of business administration — to ensure that
the process is established in a very sound, coherent and
strategic manner. The fact is this bill will take a longer
term strategic approach to the establishment of
pipelines in Victoria.
What does the word ‘pipeline’ mean? I went to the
definitions in clause 5, where a pipeline is defined as:
… a pipe or system of pipes for the conveyance of anything
through the pipe or system of pipes.

Hon. E. G. Stoney interjected.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — It is pretty
plain. It is a pipe or a system of pipes for the
conveyance of anything. It could include gas or water. I
am sure electrical — —
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Mr Somyurek — Pipelines are a big issue in the
Middle East.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — Mr Somyurek
interjected and said that pipelines are a big issue in the
Middle East. I do not know what that means, but I
gather there is some reference to pipelines — —
Mr Somyurek interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. H. E.
Buckingham) — Order! Comments should be directed
through the Chair.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — I assume
Mr Somyurek is talking about oil, Acting President. I
am just taking up the interjection from the honourable
member. I do not know if they pipe cattle or whatever.
They might pipe politicians through it. I do not know. It
might be something that we do not know about. It is
interesting to read what a pipeline is in the context of
the bill. Part 2 identifies the pipelines to which this act
applies, and I suggest those who seek clarification, such
as Mr Somyurek, take time to read it before making
such flippant comments.
I am glad Mr Somyurek has raised it. The heading to
clause 9 states:
To which pipelines does this Act apply?

It is quite specific. It does not include cattle, but it does
say:
… for the conveyance of petroleum, oxygen — —

Mr Somyurek interjected.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA —
Mr Somyurek, I note that you say we could do with
more oxygen in this place — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. H. E.
Buckingham) — Order! Mr Dalla-Riva will address
his remarks through the Chair.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — Mr Somyurek
says we could do with more oxygen in this place. The
clause continues:
…carbon dioxide, hydrogen, nitrogen, compressed air,
sulphuric acid or methanol through the pipeline; and
(b) any pipeline declared under section 11 to be a pipeline to
which this Act applies.

Of course clause 11 provides that the minister may
declare a pipeline to be a pipeline to which the
legislation is to apply. Mr Somyurek referred earlier to
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cattle going through the pipeline, but I am being
flippant in the context of the debate. As I said, it is
interesting that this bill on pipelines repeals an act that
was passed in 1967 and has not been amended in full
since then. This is a responsible bill that will ensure the
proper construction and establishment of pipelines and
that they will be efficient. It is a substantial bill that
continues the process.
Part 3 relates to the control of pipelines. I note that the
opposition is concerned about the third-party access
clauses, which appear to be very wide. The bill does not
include the capacity for temporary working widths to
be compulsorily acquired. We notice also that, in
typical Labor fashion, the bill depends on extensive
regulatory controls for its operation, and we understand
those regulatory controls have not been fully
formulated.
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that pipeline. Everything is about control. It is about
saying, ‘You need a licence. We need control, we need
to regulate. If you do not meet the demands of the
government, we will fine you and send you to jail for
those actions that you take’. The government cannot
keep its hands out of people’s pockets. I have asked
before and I will ask again: why does the government
continue to put its greasy, deep hands into people’s
pockets to gain its little bit of a taxation grab out of the
Victorian taxpayer? It cannot help putting into every
piece of legislation a significant penalty clause that
seems to be well above what is rational and reasonable.
You can go out and commit a crime in Victoria and
receive a miniscule penalty, but if you breach a
regulatory control — for example, under clauses 14 and
15 of the bill — a substantial penalty is applied, not
only to natural persons but also to corporations.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Somyurek — That is a hard word to pronounce.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — Again I pick
up Mr Somyurek’s interjection. This government is
well known as a government that has a strong
regulatory regime. It cannot help but put into place
regulatory processes that seem to constrict rather than
promote business activity, development and growth in
this great state — a great state that has been slowly
whittled down from where it was in the years of the
Kennet government. The Kennett government took the
state from the brink of collapse to a state that has
developed strongly and gone forward. It is
disappointing that since 1999 we have had bills, such as
the Pipelines Bill, with overarching regulatory controls
that seem to quash innovative development.
Mr Somyurek interjected.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — Again I pick
up the interjections from the other side. It seems to me
that whenever we talk about regulatory control and
about the government wanting to dictate to the people
of Victoria, we find, as we are finding with this bill, that
government members seem to arc up all the time. They
find it difficult to understand that free enterprise is
about allowing the market to run free and to determine
the outcomes that will benefit Victorians most of all.
This is about the ambitions of the Labor apparatchiks
on the other side to have political control.
Some of the penalties are substantial, such as under
clause 14 for constructing a pipeline without a licence.
Without being flippant about it, it seems amazing that
we have such huge penalties. In the case of a natural
person the penalty is 120 penalty units for constructing
a pipeline without a licence to construct and operate

Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — Because the
minister does not like corporations. That is what it is
about. The minister hates business — and he has to stop
hating business. He has to respect the businesses out
there because they actually give people employment.
Does the minister understand that? You cannot keep on
stacking up the bureaucracy as the government
continues to do year after year and expect the Victorian
taxpayer to foot the bill.
I refer to part 4 of the bill, the pre-licence process. I
notice that division 1, consultation plans, seems to go
on about the fact that we have to undertake a
consultation. This government continues to spend
inordinate amounts of money on consultants. I look
forward to seeing how many of its Labor mates will be
established in the consultation process.
How many of the government’s mates are going to be
stacked out there, paid some exorbitant fee and swayed
against the Victorian taxpayer as part of the
consultation process. I hope the consultation process is
appropriate. On that note I am sure that we will debate
this tomorrow at the appropriate time.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Is the member
finishing?
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — I will continue
tomorrow.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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ADJOURNMENT
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Housing: Tatura tenant
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I wish to
raise a matter with the Minister for Housing regarding a
particular maintenance issue with an Office of Housing
home in my electorate. This house is located in Tatura,
and five days ago the front window of this house was
smashed by an intruder. The house is occupied by
Alison Frans and her three children, and for the past
five days they have been living in fear and battling to
keep the cold out of their home. Alison immediately
phoned the police to report the incident and then rang
the Office of Housing’s maintenance call centre, which
assured her that the window would be fixed within
24 hours.
Five days later Alison is still waiting for the Office of
Housing to arrange for this window to be fixed. The
broken window is right next to the front door, and
because it has not even been boarded up by the Office
of Housing the house cannot be secured. However,
security is not her main concern. Alison has three
young children, and her six-month-old baby has battled
bronchitis since he was born. Alison is concerned about
the cold home being an unsafe environment for her
children. She says that there is no point putting the
heater on because the heat goes straight out the
window. The broken window frame has been left
against the house, and the jagged pieces of glass are
also posing a threat to the children’s safety.
Alison says that the Office of Housing has not been in
contact with her at all. She is not the only Office of
Housing tenant to have experienced longer delays after
reporting maintenance issues. It seems to be an ongoing
theme in Shepparton, and indeed throughout the Hume
region. The action I seek from the minister is to ensure
that Alison’s window is repaired immediately so that
she and her children can live in a secure and warm
environment.

Water: fluoridation
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I wish to
raise a matter with the Minister for Health in another
place. The matter I wish to put before the minister is a
request for a full and comprehensive inquiry into the
use of fluoride in our water. I am concerned that we
have had fluoride in our water system for quite some
time. I know it is used in water systems around the
world, but there has been in my view inadequate
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research into the impact of the use of fluoride in water
with respect to a number of health issues within the
community.
It has come to my notice — and no doubt other
members have read about this and may well have
dismissed them as crackpot research projects — that
some research has linked fluoride, which is a heavy
metal, to Alzheimer’s disease, attention deficit disorder,
bone and certain other cancers, arthritis and diabetes.
The incidence of a number of those conditions has
markedly increased in our community, and I think there
is also some evidence to suggest that objective analysis
of the dental benefits of fluoride has not proven that the
amount of money involved and the possible concerns in
other areas of public health justify the fluoridation of
our water supply.
There has been extensive work done in other parts of
the world. I am not in a position scientifically to assess
that, but I believe it is incumbent upon any government
to investigate available information. We spend an
extraordinary amount of money on trying to cure health
disorders and illness, and it would be a matter of grave
concern if we continued to spend funds in that fashion
when there were studies around suggesting that perhaps
we should be investigating more closely the potential
impact of an additive such as fluoride to our water
supply. As I said, there are a number of studies
throughout the world, in China, the United States of
America and Europe. Many people involved in the
organic movement have serious concerns about
fluoride, and I believe it is high time that we started to
investigate this. I urge the minister to conduct a
comprehensive review of the impacts of fluoride in the
community.

Hospitals: federal policy
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — The matter I wish to raise
is also for the Minister for Health in the other place. I
have been made aware of a couple of comments by
federal ministers about the future management of public
hospitals. In particular I refer to the statement by the
federal Minister for Finance and Administration,
Senator Nick Minchin, on 24 August to the National
Press Club in Canberra where he is reported as having
said:
In my view the states should consider outsourcing the
management and operation of their hospitals.

Two days later, on 26 August, the federal Minister for
Health and Ageing, Tony Abbott, at the Queensland
Press Club, said:
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Options for the next set of health care agreements (with the
states) could include making public hospital management
contestable.

I ask the minister to take action to ensure that the
management and operation of public hospitals in
Victoria is not subjected to contestability or
privatisation. Victoria has had considerable experience
of the failed Kennett government attempts to privatise
our public hospital system. We saw the privatisation of
hospitals in Mildura and in Latrobe, which was a
complete disaster, and the attempt to flog off the Austin
and Repatriation hospitals in Melbourne under the
Kennett government, which was also a complete
disaster. In fact it was not able to find a buyer.
It is very disturbing that senior federal ministers — the
finance and health ministers — are going down the path
of contestability and privatisation of the administration
and management of our public hospitals. Victorians do
not want to see a rerun of the privatisation of our public
hospital system.
It is incumbent upon members on the other side to let
their federal colleagues know of the disasters that
occurred in Victoria with those attempts. It is also time
for the opposition health spokesperson, Mr David
Davis, to come clean and declare whether or not he is in
favour of the privatisation of the public hospital system
in Victoria. Victorians deserve to know whether that is
what the Liberal Party is again planning — that is, the
privatisation of our public hospitals, the cutting of the
number of nurses and the slashing of the Victorian
hospital system.

Hamilton: information centre
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — My matter is
for the Minister for Agriculture in another place, and it
concerns the closure of the Department of Primary
Industries (DPI) information centre in the main street of
Hamilton. The information centre provides a wide
variety of free advice and is a valuable resource for the
latest information on matters relating to agriculture,
conservation and land management.
A free call direct line service is available where people
can walk in off the street and speak by telephone to DPI
officers, get technical information or seek specialist
advice. People can also apply for or renew a range of
permits and licences, as well as access DPI
publications. The centre provides an important and
valuable service that promotes research and
development undertaken to improve best practice
operations in agriculture. The convenient location of the
Hamilton information centre means that people can
access information about collecting permits while doing
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their regular shopping. The proposed relocation to the
DPI research station some 11 kilometres from town will
reduce this accessibility.
It is claimed that a decline in business is the reason for
the closure of the Hamilton information centre. DPI
figures show that the Hamilton centre receives over
2000 customers and handles up to 10 000 telephone
inquiries every year. While DPI claims the volume of
business is declining, that has more to do with a lack of
marketing and a failure to promote the services
available at the centre. Indeed there are people who are
not aware of its existence, despite its having been in the
main street for six and a half years. This is a disgrace.
I point to the great success of the Horsham DPI grains
innovation park information centre which is widely
recognised in the Wimmera as the place to go for
permits and information from the Department of
Primary Industries and the Department of Sustainability
and Environment. The Horsham centre operates an
expanding bookshop which covers a range of specialty
titles on topics from flora and fauna to farming and fire
prevention. Rather than closing, the Hamilton DPI
information centre should be promoted as a convenient
place to go for information or permits and be expanded
to better utilise the products and services available to
the community from the Department of Primary
Industries and the Department of Sustainability and
Environment on Mount Napier Road.
This is another case of the Bracks government walking
away from rural Victoria after having assured support
for rural communities. I request the minister to ensure
the community will continue to have access to the
services and information available at the Department of
Primary Industries Hamilton information centre.

Human Services: disabled employees
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) —
My query is for the Minister for Community Services
in the other place. I hope it relates to the Minister for
Community Services, given some of the responses we
have had in this chamber. It relates to a 29-year-old
legally blind woman. She has given me consent to use
her name in the Parliament: it is Beth Johnston.
Beth was in a position with the disability services
section of the Department of Human Services. Her
function was to provide local government and
community support for people with disabilities.
However, a concern she raised is that she had to rely on
the email software DHS used, which was Lotus Notes.
She said it is one of the least accessible applications for
people with vision impairment. She said she had raised
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it a number of times with her managers, with the
regional IT department, with the head office IT
department at DHS and through a number of calls and
meetings with managers in relation to her capacity to
communicate to the broader community through IT.
Being unable to easily access email, the intranet and
employee self-service she said she felt significantly
impeded her work.
She also said that during her employment she was
supervised by five managers over an 18-month period,
and that although public servants are required to
complete six-monthly performance plans she never felt
those plans were followed up. She felt stymied in her
capacity to undertake her duties. She was passionate
about this. Beth has appeared on such things as the
Other Film Festival. This is a program provided by Arts
Access Victoria. Her picture is actually on the flyer,
which I have a copy of here. The reality is that she is
committed to helping those with a visual impairment
and those who have a disability at that level to work
within the Department of Human Services. She said she
felt that the department should have at least established
at the forefront its capacity to work with people with
that particular disability. She said she feels totally
demoralised.
She was actually removed from the position after the
contract came up for renewal on 30 June 2005, and she
felt that although the funding was ongoing, she had
been removed from the role because of the concerns
she raised. I ask what action the Minister for
Community Services will take to ensure that relevant
email services and access to the intranet are available to
DHS employees as are appropriate to meet the needs of
those with a disability or those who have a visual
impairment, and — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Prisoners: interstate transfer
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — My
adjournment matter tonight is directed to the Minister
for Corrections in the other place. My office was
contacted in January by a mother seeking assistance
with her son’s transfer from a Queensland correctional
facility to one located in Victoria. The action I require
from the minister is to intervene in an effort to finalise
this issue, which has been a protracted, complex
process right from the start. In saying that, I understand
an issue such as this must be handled carefully by
correctional facilities departments. However, from the
family’s point of view, particularly from the point of
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view of the mother and the prisoner, it has been a long
and frustrating process that is still without resolution.
Numerous telephone calls have been made between my
office, the corrections department and the Department
of Justice, as well as numerous emails, many of which
went unanswered, and posted correspondence, again
much of which has gone unanswered. My office made
contact in January, March and April. We received
information in April that the transfer was currently
being assessed, and I was informed that the assessment
would be finalised in approximately four to six weeks.
In May there were no fewer than five phone calls and
two emails seeking the status of the transfer, and in July
there were no fewer than six phone calls and three
emails seeking the status of the transfer. My office’s
latest information was that it should be with the
minister in two weeks. That was five weeks ago.
Anyone can see how frustrated the family and my
office are in our attempt to work through this issue and
achieve the right balance. Considering it is now nine
months after we were first contacted, will the minister
intervene so that we can get some positive information
about when this transfer is to take place?

Responses
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
The Honourable Wendy Lovell raised a matter for my
attention in relation to my housing portfolio. It concerns
the recent reporting by the local press of a request for
assistance with the replacement of a broken window at
a house in Tatura near Shepparton. In response I assure
the member that the government has a commitment to
ensuring that all Victorians have access to decent
housing. The government takes the question of
appropriate maintenance of public housing very
seriously. In relation to this particular request I am
advised by the Office of Housing that the request was
received on Friday and the contractor concerned fixed
the window in question this morning. As it happens I
am advised that that does not conform to the
contractor’s requirements, and that matter is being dealt
with by the Office of Housing. Regarding the broken
window, that I am advised the tenant reported to the
police because it was broken by someone known to her,
I understand that matter is being pursued by the police.
Members on both sides of the house understand the
importance of MPs maintaining good relationships with
their local newspapers. That is clearly assisted when
former staff members of MPs are employed by local
newspapers. In this particular case it is regrettable that
on a number of recent occasions, including this
occasion, the newspaper has not afforded the Office of
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Housing the opportunity to place on the record what is
being done in relation to matters reported to it. I place
on the record that that is regrettable. The member for
Shepparton in another place is, in addition to
maintaining good relationships with her local
newspaper, unfortunately running down a great many
very good projects which are well under way and which
will and are already benefiting tenants in public housing
in Shepparton. I am pleased that the particular matter
raised by the member has been dealt with.
The Honourable Bruce Atkinson raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Health in the other place.
He sought a full review of and investigation into the use
of fluoride in water in Victoria. I will certainly refer that
request to the Minister for Health.
Mr Viney also raised a matter for the Minister for
Health, concerning the future management and funding
of Victoria’s public hospitals and the intentions of the
Liberal Party in Victoria and federally in relation to the
proposed privatisation of Victoria’s public hospitals. I
will refer that request to the Minister for Health.
The Honourable David Koch raised a matter for the
Minister for Agriculture in the other place concerning
the Department of Primary Industries information
centre in Hamilton; Mr Koch is not here. I will refer
that request to the Minister for Agriculture.
The Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva raised a matter
concerning a Ms Beth Johnston. He raised that matter
for the attention of the Minister for Community
Services in the other place in relation to access to email
and other important communications for Ms Johnston. I
will refer that matter to the Minister for Community
Services.
Finally, the Honourable Barry Bishop raised a matter
for the Minister for Corrections in the other place. He
made a request on behalf of a family which is seeking
to facilitate the transfer of their son from Queensland to
Victoria. I will refer that request for assistance to the
Minister for Corrections.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.22 p.m.
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Wednesday, 14 September 2005
The PRESIDENT (Hon. M. M. Gould) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITION
Hazardous waste: Nowingi
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) presented
petition from certain citizens of Victoria requesting
that the Victorian government abandon its proposal
to place a toxic waste facility in the Mildura area
(24 signatures).
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Report on Franchising Melbourne’s train
and tram system, September 2005.
Australian Catholic University — Report 2004
Commonwealth Games Arrangements Act 2001 —
Commonwealth Games Venue and Project Orders, pursuant
to section 18 of the Act (four papers).

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Lakes Entrance: dredging
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I wish to
bring the attention of the house again to the pressing
problem of sand accretion at Lakes Entrance. Members
may be aware that since the 1880s there has been a
permanent man-made entrance at Lakes Entrance. At
the time that entrance was created the world authority,
as it would seem, on coastal and marine engineering
was Sir John Coode. That name is probably better
known in some parts of Melbourne than elsewhere. In
the 1880s he travelled to Australia from England to
give advice on various coastal and marine engineering
issues, one of which was the creation of the permanent
entrance at Lakes Entrance. The consequence of that
has been, quite frankly, detrimental to the Gippsland
Lakes over that period of time, because it has turned
what was a freshwater estuarine system into what is
now a saltwater system.
Of course that has brought about significant
environmental changes and the whole ecological basis
of the Gippsland Lakes has been seriously and
adversely affected. The reality is that there is no going
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back; once that major change was effected that will
continue. The problem now is that the sand accretion
that is occurring both inside and outside of the entrance
is of such a significant scale that the government must
take urgent action to repair that inundation of sand. I
am — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Premier’s Women’s Summit
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — Last Friday I was
delighted to attend the annual Premier’s Victorian
women’s summit which was held in my electorate of
Geelong. The focus for the day was ‘Ageing with
financial security’, with over 150 women from across
the state in attendance. Keynote speakers included
Dr Siobhan Austen, co-director of the women’s
economic policy analysis unit at Curtin University, and
Susan Ryan, AO, president of the Australian Institute of
Superannuation Trustees. Dr Austen’s research paper,
‘Paving the way for older women’, examined issues
surrounding older women in the work force and found
that encouraging women to gain higher levels of
education contributed to the ability of women to engage
and re-engage with the paid work force, and that it is
essential for their financial security and independence.
It is vital that policy across all levels of government is
directed at ensuring that education and training is
accessible and affordable for all women at all stages in
their lives. Women attending the summit participated in
round table discussions sharing their experiences and
expertise and it gave them an opportunity to directly
contribute to our government’s policy formation.
Debate was lively, humorous and had a good dose of
realism. Women on my table were keen to engage on
topics which are so relevant to their lives. I would like
to congratulate the Minister for Women’s Affairs in the
other place, the Honourable Mary Delahunty, and the
Premier for their commitment to Victoria’s
women — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Wimmera Uniting Care: services
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — Wimmera
Uniting Care in Horsham has been providing a large
range of support services to families across the
Wimmera for nearly 25 years by helping those in need
with counselling, housing, foster care, disability and
psychiatric services through family, children and youth
programs. This agency also runs a number of other

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
812

COUNCIL

programs across the Wimmera and Mallee to help
families affected by the drought. This includes the
Rural Financial Counselling Service and the special
purpose student assistance fund introduced to help
children in affected areas to participate in school
activities and the Take a Break program. This program
gives drought-affected families a four night, all
expenses-paid holiday to either Halls Gap or Portland
during school holidays and has been very successful in
helping families reconnect. Wimmera Uniting Care also
runs Australia’s only regional disability arts festival.
The Awakenings Festival will celebrate its
10th anniversary from 15 to 23 October where people
of all abilities will travel to Horsham from around
Australia to participate in a melting pot of performances
and activities organised for the festival. My
congratulations go to chief executive Peter Brown and
his untiring team of dedicated staff and volunteers at
Wimmera Uniting Care. Their commitment in easing
the burden of so many in the Wimmera, especially
those enduring this challenging period of extended
hardship caused by the ongoing low rainfall — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Children: Koori court
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — Last Friday,
9 September I had the great pleasure of participating in
the launch of Australia’s first children’s Koori court.
Also in attendance were my parliamentary colleagues
the Attorney-General, the Honourable Rob Hulls; the
Minister for Children, the Honourable Sherryl Garbutt;
and the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, Mr Jennings.
The establishment of the children’s Koori court delivers
on key objectives of the Victorian Aboriginal justice
agreement to reduce the overrepresentation of
indigenous children and young people in the criminal
justice system. Most importantly, it was developed
from the ground up in true partnership with the Koori
community.
The new court, which is a division of the Children’s
Court, follows the success of the four adult Koori courts
located in Shepparton, Broadmeadows, Warrnambool
and Mildura. As with the adult Koori courts, Aboriginal
elders and respected persons play an integral role in the
operation of the court, and I take this opportunity to
congratulate the newly appointed Aboriginal elders and
respected persons for the children’s Koori court:
Pamela Pederson, Patricia Ockwell, Janice Muir,
Georgina Williams, Kevin Coombs, Helga Lehtinen
and John Gorrie. I understand that additional
appointments will be made prior to the first sitting of
the court. I take this opportunity to thank all members
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of the reference group and the countless others who
contributed to the establishment of the court for their
commitment and dedication to this important project. I
wish the children’s Koori court team good luck for their
first sitting on Thursday, 6 October 2005.

Simon Turner
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — The
longstanding president of the Mountain Cattlemen’s
Association of Victoria (MCAV), Simon Turner, has
retired from the position and the position of president is
now held by Doug Treasure. Simon is described in
today’s Weekly Times as ‘a fighter for the high
country’. Simon led the MCAV well for six years; he
was the public face of an organisation that always
prided itself on the ethical way it conducted its
campaigns.
The mountain cattlemen have always conducted
themselves with dignity and integrity. They have
treated their political and conservation opponents with
respect, but this has not always been reciprocated,
especially by the Bracks government. Simon Turner
has often observed that the mountain cattlemen have
always told the truth, and this traditional way of doing
business goes right back to the founder of the Mountain
Cattlemen’s Association of Victoria, Jack Treasure, and
others such as Jim Commins. Over his period in office
Simon Turner represented the cattlemen in a measured
and thoughtful way, and he did the high country proud.
As a life member of the MCAV, I pay tribute to Simon
Turner and his wife, Rowena. I thank them for the work
they did with the association and for the valuable
contribution they have made to the debate about the
multiple use of public land in Victoria.

EastLink: opposition policy
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — During the adjournment
debate last night I raised the prospect of Liberal Party
proposals and policies to privatise and outsource the
running of public hospitals, as exposed by recent press
club statements by Senator Minchin and Tony Abbott.
In today’s media the Liberal Party is overpromising —
that is, saying it will abolish tolls on the Scoresby
freeway and will not cut teachers, nurses and hospitals.
I am starting to wonder whether there is a link between
the secret plan of the Liberal Party to privatise our
public hospitals — to outsource their management and
administration — as part of its funding operation to buy
votes in relation to the Scoresby freeway tolls promise.
Alternatively perhaps Mr Doyle and the Liberal Party
are simply not telling the truth, simply not coming clean
about how on earth they will fund all the promises they
are making, such as their promise to remove tolls on the
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Scoresby freeway. Perhaps they may have to come
clean about what schools they will close and how many
teachers and nurses they will sack to fund these
promises to buy some votes in a few seats in the eastern
suburbs.

Fuel: prices
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — Many of
my constituents are very concerned about the rising
cost of both petrol and diesel — —
Mr Smith — Name one!
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN — I will name myself; I am
concerned about it, and on behalf of my constituents I
am concerned that the rising cost of petrol and diesel is
of great concern to those in rural and regional seats. The
state government should give some consideration at this
early time in preparing for the next state budget to
measures it could take to alleviate problems on and
improve the efficiency of Victoria’s roads. I believe the
Monash Freeway is a candidate for a considerable
investment to improve its efficiency to make sure that
the people who depend on it for regular access to and
from the city can have a better transit situation. There is
no question that the Monash Freeway is inefficient. It
has been under-resourced for a long time, and
according to the information that comes to me the state
government does not have any focused idea about how
to improve the traffic flow on the Monash. I am also
concerned about the Western Port Highway and the
actions of the City of Casey, which is unwisely putting
extra obstacles on the highway. I ask the government to
be conscious of the impact of rising petrol prices and
the need to — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Tertiary education and training: training
awards
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) — On
Monday, 15 August, the Minister for Education and
Training in the other place, Lynne Kosky, presented the
2005 Victorian training awards. I am delighted to
congratulate Box Hill Institute of TAFE on being
awarded for the second year in a row the Coles Myer
training provider of the year award for a large training
institution. It is also a great achievement that the
apprentice of the year, Amber Sarda, is a student at Box
Hill Institute of TAFE. Amber is an apprentice
mechanic working for Porsche Australia. She is in her
third year of automotive studies at the institute. She is
shortly to spend a week at Porsche in Germany learning
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to build a racing car from scratch. I congratulate Amber
on her achievement, and I am sure she is assured of
success in her future.
Box Hill Institute is at the forefront of innovation in
TAFE training and the award is a great public
recognition of the work of the council, the chief
executive officer, John Maddock, and all the staff of the
institute. These awards are a chance to recognise
excellence within the training sector. The government
is committed to continuing the excellent services and
courses available to Victorian students in the TAFE
sector.

Buses: Telebus service
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER (Silvan) — This
morning I would like to congratulate Invicta Buses,
Volgren and the Victorian disabilities access network
for a wonderful initiative just introduced in the outer
east of Melbourne known as the Telebus service. The
Telebus is an on-call bus service specifically designed
for people with disabilities, those who use trolleys and
those who must travel with prams. The Telebuses have
floors that lower and ramps that fold out to allow
wheelchair users direct access to the services. It is
envisaged that more than 500 000 customers will utilise
the service in the outer east each year. Some drivers
will need to deal with more than 200 calls per day for
access to the service. Invicta has used its own initiative
in cooperation with Volgren to introduce this. Margaret
Stevens of the Victorian disabilities access network,
who has been a long-time campaigner for greater access
to public transport services for disabled people, has
understandably welcomed the initiative. She believes it
will have wider implications than just transport — it
will mean that a lot of those people who are currently
isolated in their homes will have better access to the
community, to vital services and to socialise with other
people. It is a great private — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Premier’s Women’s Summit
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — Last Friday I
joined the women gathered in Geelong for the sixth
annual Premier’s Women’s Summit. The topic ‘Ageing
with financial security’ proved to be most interesting
and apposite for the women attending, whatever their
age group. Janet Wood, who chairs the Minister for
Aged Care’s seniors advisory council, did a brilliant job
as chair for the day. The speakers highlighted the need
to start early in saving for retirement and how even
small amounts can compound into a useful
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superannuation fund to enhance security and quality of
life in retirement. We heard how women end up with
far less super than men for reasons of lower earnings
while in the work force, broken career paths due to time
out of the work force to have children or care for
elderly parents and growing casual employment.
However, we were reminded that while only about
40 per cent of women today have access to
superannuation, the figure was around 5 per cent before
1992 when a federal Labor government introduced
compulsory superannuation for employees, so there has
been considerable progress. A timely reminder coming
from the summit in Geelong was that the majority of
women will still depend on the aged pension for
income in old age, so it is critically important to
maintain the value of the pension for older citizens. The
Premier took the opportunity to announce 20 new
financial literacy seminars across the state for older
women to boost their financial skills and help secure
their futures.

Bridges: rural and regional funding
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — Today I call on
the government to provide greater assistance to local
government for the maintenance of important
community infrastructure. I cite for example a situation
in the shire of East Gippsland where council was
recently forced to make a decision to close the Calulu
bridge. The Calulu bridge crosses the Mitchell River
about 15 kilometres upstream from Bairnsdale. It
provides an important link between a number of small
communities, particularly the Wy Yung community
north of Bairnsdale and the Lindenow township. It is
particularly important for the vegetable growing
industry as on 2003–04 figures the Mitchell Valley
produced vegetables with a farm gate value of
$31.2 million. This bridge is also an important social
link for taking children to school and kindergarten and
enabling people to access services.
The bridge is required to be replaced at a cost of
something like $1.6 million and the council does not
immediately have the funds to do the job. We in The
Nationals claim this government has a capacity to
provide more funding, particularly if you look at the
windfall gains it is getting from the GST on petrol
prices — for every 10 cents a litre the price of petrol
rises, this government gets a $35 million windfall. It is
well within the financial capacity of the Bracks
government to provide more money for local
government for the maintenance of this community
infrastructure. I urge the Minister for Transport in
another place, Peter Batchelor, to go into bat for rural
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councils in Victoria and ensure they have a fund to
replace bridges.

Commonwealth Games: community
participation
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN (Melbourne West) — Last
Friday and Saturday I joined with Brimbank City
Council at the media launch of the Commonwealth
Games programs to be held in West Sunshine. A
community festival was launched to encourage the
community to get involved in the Melbourne games
which will be held next year. The City of Brimbank has
sponsored Nigeria, and on the day the Nigerian
consul-general was there with some of the gold
medallists — Olympians from the west who spent time
at the launch to promote the games.
Many ethnic communities were involved in dancing,
cultural groups and food stalls, and a lot of community
members got together to participate in the launch. I saw
the positive way in which the community is getting
ready. It is great that Brimbank City Council is
sponsoring a country like Nigeria.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

International Monetary Fund
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — I wish to express my
concern at hearing this morning of the views and advice
of the International Monetary Fund when commenting
on the economy of this country. I have as much
confidence in the IMF as did the late B. A. Santamaria.
I think it is odd that the IMF, invited to this country by
the federal Treasury to comment on the performance of
the Australian economy, would only talk to those
interests that were brought to its attention by the federal
Treasury. Why would it not talk to, say, the Australian
Council of Trade Unions? It makes it hard for me to
have any confidence in its views.
I agree that the Australian economy is performing at a
level most countries would envy. However, it is
obvious to me that a principal reason for this
performance is a strong union movement, and the IMF
would have been much better advised to broaden the
scope of advice to it.
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FAIR TRADING (TELEPHONE
MARKETING) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland), by leave, introduced
a bill to amend the Fair Trading Act 1999 to further
regulate telephone marketing.
Read first time.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

According to surveys commissioned by the federal
privacy commissioner in 2001 and 2004, more than
60 per cent of Australians are ‘angry and annoyed’ or
‘concerned’ with uninvited telephone marketing calls.
These calls are particularly annoying when a call is
received around the family evening meal time and
when young children are being put to bed.
In Victoria the hours in which telephone marketing (or
telemarketing) can take place is regulated by the Fair
Trading Act 1999.
Currently telemarketing is not allowed at any time on a
public holiday, but is legal between 9.00 a.m. and
5.00 p.m. on a Saturday and Sunday and between
9.00 a.m. and 8.00 p.m. from Monday to Friday. The
intention of this bill is to restrict telemarketing phone
calls to between 9.00 a.m. and 5.00 p.m. on every day
of the week except public holidays. Telemarketing will
continue to be prohibited on public holidays.
This will mean an end to unwanted calls during the
time most families will be sitting down to an evening
meal and preparing children for bed. There is strong
anecdotal evidence that this is the period of time during
which telephone marketing calls are most frequent and
most annoying. It will also reduce the anxiety
experienced by many older people living alone when
the phone rings after dark.
The Nationals acknowledge that the best means of
addressing unwanted telephone marketing calls is for
the states and federal government to agree to establish a
national ‘Do not contact’ register.
This would need to be supported by federal and state
legislation to ensure that it would be an offence for
telemarketers to call a person listed on the national ‘Do
not contact’ register.
The Nationals also acknowledge the efforts by the
Australian Direct Marketing Association (ADMA) to
establish a ‘Do not call’ register. This has limited
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success given the register is used only by members of
the ADMA. Anecdotal evidence suggests that many of
the unwanted calls in the early evening originate from
countries other than Australia.
Until such time as there is agreement between the states
and the federal government to put in place a system
where consumers can opt out of receiving
telemarketing calls, The Nationals believe the vast
majority of Victorians would support limitations put on
the hours of telemarketing.
This bill amends section 67C of the Fair Trading Act
1999 to limit the hours of telephone marketing to
between 9.00 a.m. and 5.00 p.m. on all days except
public holidays. Telephone marketing will continue to
be illegal on public holidays.
This amendment to the act will be of great benefit to all
Victorian families in that it will restore prime ‘family
time’ in the early evenings, and give older Victorians
greater peace of mind.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Jika Jika).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 28 September.

SERIOUS OFFENDERS MONITORING
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 September; motion of
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra).
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — I rise today to speak
and oppose the private members bill introduced into
this house by the Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva. I say
at the outset that the reasons the government will be
opposing the Serious Offenders Monitoring Bill are
simple. The bill proposed by the opposition contains
numerous fundamental errors, inconsistencies and flaws
which make it completely unworkable.
Before I elaborate why the bill is fundamentally flawed,
I indicate to the house that the government will be
pleased to give some of its allocated time to the
Independent member, Ms Hirsh, so she can make a
contribution in relation to this private members bill.
The government takes the view that this bill is
fundamentally flawed. Numerous errors are littered
throughout the bill, and I will in the time allotted to me
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elaborate further about those particular errors. The
introduction of this bill by Mr Dalla-Riva is entirely in
keeping with his long tradition of monumental stuff-ups
while he has been opposition spokesperson for
corrections.
I note in particular a media release of 13 January 2004
when the current Leader of the Opposition in the other
place, Mr Doyle, on ABC radio corrected his shadow
corrections spokesperson when it came to the case of
two men found guilty of killing police officers who he
claimed should have been moved out of Barwon Prison.
There has been a litany of other stuff-ups made by
Mr Dalla-Riva during his time as the corrections
spokesperson relating to recidivism rates, to claims he
made about escaped prisoners who had in fact been
apprehended, to prison bed numbers which he got
wrong and a whole range of other matters.
Perhaps I am being too hard on Mr Dalla-Riva. I know
we have to be sympathetic to his current plight. We
know he has been very busy visiting the homes of
Liberal members in the eastern metropolitan region
boring them to tears with his press clippings.
Hon. E. G. Stoney — On a point of order, Acting
President, the member’s comments have nothing to do
with the bill. They are a personal attack on
Mr Dalla-Riva, who is not here, and I ask you to direct
her back to the bill.
Ms MIKAKOS — On the point of order, Acting
President, I am the lead speaker for the government on
this private member’s bill. It will be a wide-ranging
debate I am sure; I will be giving my very detailed
explanation of the flaws of the bill very shortly.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. Andrew
Brideson) — Order! There is no point of order.
Ms Mikakos is the lead speaker and she is entitled to
make comments, but I advise her not to reflect on or
make disparaging remarks about another member. I
urge her to get on with the bill.
Ms MIKAKOS — I am appreciative of the fact that
when Mr Dalla-Riva spoke on the government’s
legislation introducing the Serious Sex Offenders
Monitoring Bill he indicated his support for the
government’s legislation. I note he said at that time:
The overall process under which they are applied —

he was talking about extended supervision orders —
is appropriate.

I agree with him. Perhaps I am being a bit unfair and
harsh because I know this bill is actually the brainchild
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of the shadow Attorney-General in the other place and I
should be laying the blame for the very poor drafting
and policy on his shoulders. We know the opposition
generally is a bit distracted at the moment; its members
are engaged in some very bitter preselections and are
preoccupied with digging themselves out of the hole
they have created — the Scoresby no-tolls policy. I
know members of the opposition have been very busy
on their hands and knees removing the no-tolls stickers
off the bumper bars of their cars. I had a look at the cars
in the car park this morning. I could not find a single
vehicle which still had on it a sticker saying no tolls for
the Scoresby.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. Andrew
Brideson) — Order! I remind Ms Mikakos that she has
strayed drastically from the bill and I urge her to return
to it.
Ms MIKAKOS — I will come to the bill. It is
important that the Victorian community understands the
context in which the opposition has brought this bill to
the house. I find it particularly galling that in the
second-reading speech introduced by Mr Dalla-Riva he
talked about the sacred task of government being to
protect its citizens. This is from a party that when in
government promised 1000 extra police officers but
instead slashed police numbers by 800. Unlike the
Liberal Party, the Bracks government is committed to
community safety. We regard community safety as one
of our priorities.
Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva — Acting President, I
draw your attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Ms MIKAKOS — A quorum call is certainly not
going to help Mr Dalla-Riva, although I am very
pleased that I have more people here to listen to my
contribution to this debate.
As I was saying, community safety is a priority of the
Bracks government, as are health, education and many
other things. It is important that we remind the
opposition that it was this government that has put in
place record spending in this year’s budget for the
police. We have engaged in the largest-ever police
station construction program, committing to building or
renovating up 136 police stations at a cost of over
$280 million. We are on track to delivering 1400 extra
police by the end of this term of government. We have
provided extra resources to assist in fighting organised
crime. We are toughening the asset confiscation powers
and providing new technology resources for police
stings, new vessels for our water police, new equipment
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and extra staff for the police forensic science
laboratories, and a host of other initiatives.
The result of all this additional commitment to
resources, powers and police staffing is a reduction in
the Victorian crime rate. This year we have seen a
7.8 per cent drop in the crime rate per 100 000 head of
population. This is in fact the lowest level since 1993
and there has been a massive drop of 21.5 per cent in
the crime rate since 2000–01. Unlike the rhetoric we
heard in Mr Dalla-Riva’s second-reading speech, where
he claimed that the Liberal Party is committed to
making Victoria a safer state, the Bracks government is
getting on with the job of delivering to Victorians and
making our homes and streets safer for all.
The bill seeks to repeal some groundbreaking
legislation that the Bracks government introduced
earlier this year — legislation that put in place the
toughest regime in Australia for dealing with sexual
offenders. The Bracks government is very concerned
with the proper management of child-sex offenders
after their release from prison. Victoria is leading the
way in Australia with the passage through this
Parliament of the Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring
Act 2005. The government’s legislation targets sex
offenders because of the special vulnerability of their
victims, the impact on the victims and the higher rates
of recidivism compared with other serious offences. I
will speak about recidivism later because that is a very
important issue.
There are very few crimes which elicit a more emotive
response than sexual offences against children. Such
offences violate trust and cause significant
psychological trauma, and the effects of such crimes are
felt by the victims and their families for many years
after the offence is committed. It is horrifying to realise
that even today many of these crimes go unreported.
Children may feel that they do not want to report a
crime because they are afraid of being punished or
blamed, or they may not have anyone to tell or because
of their youth they may not even realise that what is
occurring to them is in fact a crime. Therefore the onus
must not be on children to have the courage or
understanding to report these crimes. It is up to every
adult in our community to be vigilant and reduce the
opportunities for child-sex offenders to violate the
rights of children.
It is interesting to look at the research on child-sex
offenders. Clearly with the vast majority of them the
offending occurs in a context in which the offender
knows the child. It might be a family situation or
through friends or a sporting or other such organisation.
That is the typical scenario rather than one of a stranger
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taking advantage of a child who is completely unknown
to them. This means that as a community we all need to
be vigilant about these situations, not just in relation to
children outside their home, but also within the family
itself. Because of children’s particular vulnerability and
the insidious nature of child-sex offences, we have
afforded children special protection under the law and
have singled out child-sex offenders for special
treatment under the government’s legislation which has
already come into law in this state.
We have to remember constantly while we are debating
this bill that we are talking about offenders who have
served their time in prison and who have been punished
by the community for their heinous crimes and are
returning to the community. That is why we have
singled out this particular category of offenders for
ongoing monitoring and supervision in this way. In our
legislation we have enabled tough conditions to be
imposed on offenders after the completion of their
prison sentences and parole periods to enable the courts
to determine how long measures such as electronic
bracelets and curfews and so on should be used.
Also, we must remember that the government’s
legislation built upon the previous Sex Offenders
Registration Act 2004 which put in place a register for
child-sex offenders and other types of offenders as well
that would require them to report to police any changes
in their address, their name or their employment.
Together that total package of legislative reforms
introduced the toughest regime in Australia for the
ongoing monitoring and supervision of child-sex
offenders. By contrast what we have before the house
today is a bill that is poorly thought out and riddled
with errors. It simply does not make any suggestions as
to how we can further protect our most vulnerable
community members, our children.
I note that in the second-reading speech and also the
media release put out last Wednesday, 7 September, by
the member for Kew in another place, Andrew
McIntosh, the stated purpose of this bill is to repeal the
Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring Act and to introduce
what the opposition says is a comprehensive system of
extended supervision orders that would monitor
offenders convicted serious offences defined in the
Sentencing Act 1991 as including murder, rape, arson,
kidnapping and armed robbery, a sexual offence against
children as well as interstate parolees subject to the
Parole Orders (Transfer) Act 1983.
What the bill purports to do is provide for a similar
regime to that established under the government’s
legislation, in that it provides for extended
post-sentence supervision in the community of certain
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offenders. As with the government’s legislation, an
extended supervision order would be made by the
County or Supreme court for a period of up to 15 years;
there would be an application process similar to that
outlined in the government’s legislation, accompanied
by at least one clinical assessment report outlining the
offender’s risk of reoffending and so on. However, the
regime put in place by this bill has a number of
significant departures from the government’s
legislation, and it is these that I want to highlight to the
house in explaining that the bill is unworkable and will
result in fewer people being subject to extended
supervision orders than is currently the case under the
government’s legislation.
I want to stress here that the rhetoric in the opposition’s
second-reading speech and media release do not match
the drafting it has put in place in the bill. I also note that
in the second-reading speech the opposition also
indicated that if elected it would extend the extended
supervision orders to apply to what it calls
‘sophisticated organised crimes’ — it does not explain
exactly what types of offences it is talking about — and
also to commercial drug trafficking. But the opposition
has not bothered to put those into the bill itself. It
obviously thinks getting elected to government is a
remote possibility and it has not bothered to put that in
its bill. Perhaps it found the drafting exercise too
difficult and decided not to proceed down that path. It is
curious that the opposition is making election policy
through a second-reading speech and has not bothered
to put it in the bill itself.
In terms of the scope of offenders covered by the bill —
and this is the key problem with the bill as I see it — it
is important to remember that the government’s
legislation applies to offenders who are serving a
custodial sentence for sex offences committed against
children and similar sex-related offences. In contrast the
opposition has decided to go beyond that and extended
the provision to apply to a broader range of offenders.
However, the bill does not achieve its intended effect.
Clause 5 of the bill, which talks about an application for
an extended supervision order to be made in relation to
an eligible offender, refers back to the definition of an
eligible offender in clause 4. The key limbs of that
definition, which I talked about before, are those who
have a custodial sentence for a serious offence under
section 3 of the Sentencing Act — a parolee or
someone serving a custodial sentence for a child-sex
offence — or the long list of child-sex offences in the
schedule to the bill, which is similar to the
government’s legislation.
Members will note that the three prongs to that
definition actually have a cumulative effect: they all use
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the word ‘and’ not ‘or’. In order to meet the definition
of an ‘eligible offender’ a person must satisfy all of the
criteria in the three paragraphs of the definition of
‘eligible offender’. As I indicated before, this appears to
be contrary to the intended operation of the bill as
stated in the second-reading speech and the media
release, because it would require all three prongs of that
definition to be met. As a result, if this definition was
adopted and this bill was passed into law the outcome
would be that there would be far fewer people who
could be the subject of an extended supervision order.
Rather than widening the pool of offenders the
opposition is in fact narrowing the pool of offenders
who could be subject to an extended supervision order.
I assume this was not the opposition’s intention; it is
just another demonstration of incompetent drafting.
In relation to the issue of who applies for the extended
supervision order, the opposition has departed
significantly from the government’s legislation in this
respect. Under the government’s legislation the
applicant for an extended supervision order is in fact the
Secretary of the Department of Justice. However, the
bill proposes to make the Director of Public
Prosecutions the applicant of an extended supervision
order under clause 5 of the bill. Members would know
that the role of the DPP is a critical one in Victoria’s
criminal justice system, and particularly the DPP’s
function is to prosecute criminal charges. Making
extended supervision orders would appear to be an
inappropriate role for the DPP because an extended
supervision order does not form part of the criminal
sentencing process. It is not intended to punish an
offender. Rather, an extended supervision order is
intended to protect the community from the risk that
certain offenders will reoffend in the future. As such the
issues to be considered by a court regarding an
extended supervision order relate to future risk of
reoffending, so the consideration of such issues falls
outside the scope of the DPP’s traditional criminal
prosecutorial functions.
Incredibly, there are even further errors in the bill in this
respect. I note the opposition has shifted the role of
applicant to the DPP under clause 5. The bill, however,
inadvertently refers to the secretary rather than the DPP
in several clauses, so the opposition does not even have
its change in policy correct; it has obviously just cut
and pasted from the government’s legislation in
drafting its own bill — for example, clause 1(2)(b),
which is part of the purpose and outline clause, refers to
an extended supervision order being made upon
application by the secretary. Clause 10(3) requires an
offender who is subject to an extended supervision
order application and who obtains an independent
assessment report to serve a copy upon the secretary.
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Clause 11(3)(a) requires the court to have regard to any
assessment reports filed by the secretary in determining
an offender’s likelihood of reoffending. That is in
contrast to clauses 5 and 6 of the bill, which envisage
that the DPP as the applicant would file the assessment
report. Also, clause 11(4) empowers the secretary to file
with a court a notice of intention to dispute an
assessment report or other medical report. So we are
not clear about which it is to be. Is it the secretary, or is
it the DPP? Is the opposition having a bet each way? It
is all very confusing, and there is even more confusion
to come in the bill. A similar issue arises in relation to
the process for the review of an extended supervision
order under the bill. The bill proposes that the DPP
would be the applicant for periodic review of an
extended supervision order under clause 21(2), but
requires a review application by an offender to be
served on the secretary in clause 22(2).
Further, the requirements for the service of documents
in clause 45 of the bill do not provide for the service on
the Director of Public Prosecutions but rather on the
secretary. The proposed process for the making and
determination of extended supervision order
applications and of reviews is likely to be impractical
and confusing under this bill. It is very confusing. I am
not sure if the opposition is trying to merge the roles of
the Secretary of the Department of Justice and the DPP,
but clearly it has not put into practice its rhetoric in its
drafting of this bill.
I am sorry to say that there are further errors in the bill.
In his media release the member for Kew in the other
place, Mr McIntosh, talked about an exchange of
information between Victoria Police, the Department of
Justice, the DPP and the Adult Parole Board. He
seemed to suggest that the type of situation that
occurred with a child-sex offender who came from
Western Australia and then ended up in Sunbury just
could not occur under the opposition’s private members
bill. However, if you look at clause 43 of the bill you
will see that it allows the Adult Parole Board to divulge
or communicate to these other agencies certain
information, and allows for the information to go both
ways. However, clause 43 does not compel the
exchange of such information. Again we are seeing the
rhetoric by the opposition and its bill not matching. In
fact its broad-ranging claim that a situation such as the
one where the offender ended up in Sunbury could not
occur under its legislation is a lot of hot air, because the
bill does not compel such information.
We also note that the apparent intention of the bill is to
expand the range of offenders who may be subject to an
extended supervision order to include a range of serious
offenders rather than its being limited to offenders who
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pose a risk of sexually offending against children. I
have already pointed out that the bill does not match at
all the stated intention in the second-reading speech.
However, the clinical assessment report that must be
filed with an extended supervision order application
and the tests that must be applied by the court in
deciding whether to make an extended supervision
order are confined to an offender’s risk of sexually
reoffending against children. In that regard the contents
of the assessment report and the tests to be applied by
the court under the bill reflect the existing provisions in
the government legislation. In other words, the
opposition is suggesting that an extended supervision
order should be extended to other serious offences but
that these should be assessed on the basis of whether an
offender is at risk of sexually reoffending against
children. For example, the opposition is proposing a
situation where the test for making an extended
supervision order for an armed robber would be
whether they were at risk of reoffending against
children. It is a particularly interesting idea and is
clearly an indication of the opposition doing a bit of
cutting and pasting of different clauses from the
government legislation without thinking through the
consequences of what it has replicated in its bill.
There are many other errors in the bill. I have worked
out that they average out to about an error a page over
the 40 or so pages of the bill. Under clause 8(2) of the
bill an assessment report must state the medical expert’s
assessment that the offender will commit another
relevant offence if released into the community without
an extended supervision order being made. As I
explained earlier, the term ‘relevant offence’ covers
only child-sex offences and related offences. That is the
definition in clause 3 of the bill, which links to the
schedule. However, the matters that must be addressed
in an assessment report under clause 8(1) of the bill are
focused on the offender’s sexual offending — for
example, the offender’s propensity to commit relevant
offences in the future, the pattern and progression of
sexual offending to date and efforts made by the
offender to address the cause of his or her sexual
offending. Again it is difficult to see how this could
possibly apply to other serious offences — such as
murder, kidnapping and so on — that the opposition
has attempted to include in the scope of this legislation.
Under clause 11 of the bill, which sets out the test the
court must apply in deciding whether to make an
extended supervision order, the court can only make an
order if it is satisfied that the offender is likely to
commit a relevant offence if released into the
community at the end of his or her sentence without an
order being made. I note again that ‘relevant offence’
covers only child-sex offences and certain related
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sexual offences. While the bill attempts to expand the
scope of offenders covered by the scheme, incredibly
the test the court must apply remains unchanged from
the test in the legislation that the government
introduced earlier this year. While imitation may be the
sincerest form of flattery, the opposition should really
examine its bills more closely before presenting them to
this house. It is not clear what kind of evidence could
possibly be presented to the court to establish that, for
example, an arsonist with no history of sex offending is
likely to commit sexual offences against children if they
are not subject to an extended supervision order.
The government’s legislation appropriately invests the
functions of supervising offenders on extended
supervision orders in the Secretary of the Department
of Justice and the Adult Parole Board. This bill
proposes a radical shift in roles and functions, not just
in relation to the DPP but also in the case of the Adult
Parole Board, and removes the supervisory functions of
the Secretary of the Department of Justice, as is
provided for in the government’s legislation. The
proposed supervision regime the opposition is seeking
to put in place would be extremely difficult to
implement in practice. In this regard the traditional
supervisory role of the Adult Parole Board has been
focused on making determinations as to the conditions
to which offenders should be subject as part of their
parole orders. The board is given similar functions
under the government’s legislation in relation to
offenders on extended supervision orders.
I find it incredible that the opposition is not aware that
the board is not established or resourced to undertake
the direct supervisory role of offenders on a day-to-day
basis. Rather, this role is currently undertaken by
community corrections staff, as delegated by the
Secretary of the Department of Justice, in relation to
both parolees and offenders on extended supervision
orders under the government’s legislation. The board
could require an offender to report to the secretary or
community corrections staff under the core conditions
of an extended supervision order, and these core
conditions include requirements to report to or receive
visits from the board or other nominated persons.
However, the bill removes a number of ancillary
powers that were contained in the government’s
legislation which facilitate the supervision of offenders
on extended supervision orders by the secretary or
community corrections staff. In particular, the bill does
not contain any power equivalent to the broad power in
section 16(1) of the government’s legislation for the
secretary to give instructions or directions that are
necessary to ensure the effective and efficient
implementation of the order.
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Unlike the government’s legislation, the bill does not
contain any consequential amendments to the
Corrections Act that would require the secretary to
provide the Department of Justice staff and other
assistance to the board to assist it in supervising
offenders subject to extended supervision orders, nor
does it specify that community corrections staff
provided to the board for this purpose are subject to the
directions of the board. It appears that the opposition is
suggesting that members of the Adult Parole Board —
who, by the way, do an excellent job — be requested to
undertake direct supervision of those subject to
extended supervision orders on a day-to-day basis.
Clearly this would be usurping the role of the
community corrections staff. The regime the opposition
is seeking to put in place is unworkable.
The conclusion that we have to draw from all of these
errors and changes and the confusion about the roles of
the DPP, the secretary of the department and the Adult
Parole Board, is that this is a cobbled-together policy
made on the run, and it is an indictment on the
opposition that it has brought such an unworkable and
ineffective bill to this house. It demonstrates a clear
lack of attention to detail and the importance the
opposition gives to law and order issues more generally
and the protection of the most vulnerable members of
our community.
By contrast the government has sought to assure
Victorians that we have the toughest regime for
supervising child-sex offenders and it has listened to the
concerns of the community in this respect. We were
one of the first jurisdictions to introduce a register of
sex offenders in accordance with the national scheme,
and we went beyond the requirements of the national
scheme in Victoria in that we allowed the courts to opt
to put serious sex offenders against adult victims on the
register, and the registration of child-sex offenders is
automatic because it is mandated under our legislation.
Victoria’s registration and monitoring scheme of sex
offenders was established through the Sex Offenders
Registration Act 2004 and the Serious Sex Offenders
Monitoring Act. Together those two pieces of
legislation put in a very good workable regime that is
supported by the community and actually delivers the
goods in terms of a regime that is properly balanced
and understands the clear roles of different agencies
within the criminal justice system.
The government is concerned about risks to children
and the community more generally, when convicted
child-sex offenders are discharged back into the
community at the conclusion of their prison sentence.
The community is rightly concerned about the evidence
that some paedophiles are likely to reoffend again and
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again throughout their lifetime and that they are likely
to have many victims. In this respect it is important that
I refer to some of the research which clearly indicates
the propensity to recidivism of child-sex offenders. I
should point out that when I was reviewing the
literature and the research on these matters there was a
considerable amount of research that has been done on
recidivism rates amongst child-sex offenders.
However, there did not seem to have been the same
amount of research — at least I could not locate it — in
relation to recidivism of other types of offenders. That
is an important point because the opposition has based
its legislation on the premise that in some way it is
possible to predict the risk of reoffending amongst a
wide cohort of offenders. I would be interested to know
the research on which the opposition has based its
policy and its bill where it is seeking to extend the
supervision order regime to a broader range of category
offenders.
I draw the attention of house to an Australian
criminology paper published in February 2001 by
Stephen Smallbone and Richard Wortley entitled Child
Sexual Abuse — Offender Characteristics and Modus
Operandi. In this paper the authors said:
Almost two-thirds (62.9 per cent) of the offenders —

these are the offenders that they studied in their
paper —
had at least one previous conviction, and this was almost
twice as likely to have been for non-sexual offences (40.6 per
cent) than for sexual offences (22.2 per cent). Of the
199 offenders with previous convictions, 82.2 per cent had
first been convicted of a non-sexual offence.

It goes on to talk in more detail about the propensity of
child-sex offenders to locate their child victims through
a friend’s home, through organised activities such as
sporting associations and scouts and through
babysitting and those types of activities. That comes
back to the point I was making earlier: that, regretfully,
it is within the home and through relationships between
offenders and victims that these types of offences
occur, rather than amongst strangers. The research
clearly shows that there has been demonstrated a higher
propensity for child-sex offenders to reoffend. That is
why we have sought to put in place our legislation to
deal with these types of offenders: to protect the
community and, most importantly, to protect children.
There is a greater understanding that victims of
child-sex offenders and their families experience
damaging and painful consequences of these terrible
crimes for many years. We have put in place a system
of active monitoring of high-risk child-sex offenders
after the completion of their time in prison. I want to
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also point out that our regime did put in place a number
of safeguards, and I note that these safeguards have
been replicated in the opposition’s bill. It is also
important that we have appropriate checks and balances
in these pieces of legislation to cover rights of appeal,
legal representation and so on.
In conclusion I say that the government’s legislation
has made a difference. It protects our children and
makes our community a safer place. I reiterate that our
government has insured that Victoria has the toughest
regime in Australia for dealing with child-sex
offenders. The legislation was targeted at child-sex
offenders because of the special vulnerability of their
victims, the impact on the victim and the high
recidivism rates compared to other serious offences.
The bill before the house in no way improves
community safety. In fact, as I have outlined to the
house, it reduces community safety by restricting not
broadening the number of offenders who could be
subject to an extended supervision order. It is a bill that
is clearly half-baked. It is ridden with errors, and the
government will oppose it for that reason.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I think it
really demeans the Parliament when the lead speaker
for the government commences her speech with a
personal attack on Mr Dalla-Riva and his bringing this
important topic to the house. It is the height of
hypocrisy for the member to allege preselection
difficulties within the opposition when we all know
what happens in the Labor Party when it comes to
preselection. Presumably that is why two-thirds of the
Labor backbench was missing from the prayer this
morning — because there were some preselection
shenanigans going on in what we used to call the
smoke-filled corridors of this building. I do not think a
serious debate like this should be approached in that
manner.
I agree that having got that off her chest, so to speak,
through a couple of points of order, Ms Mikakos
proceeded into a somewhat clinical examination of the
bill before the house. In the process she identified a
number of deficiencies with the legislation. I have also
identified most of those deficiencies — she might have
included a few that are not on my list. In fact, after the
second-reading speech for this bill was given last week
I drew Mr Dalla-Riva’s attention to the fact that I
considered clause 4, in its cumulative effect rather a
singular effect, was not going to achieve what he was
intending. I understand that in committee
Mr Dalla-Riva will move an amendment which will
cure that defect.
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So far as the other deficiencies identified by
Ms Mikakos are concerned, they are all of a technical
nature and do not affect the substance of
Mr Dalla-Riva’s intentions at all. If this government
had acted as openly and helpfully as governments have
in the past, it would have allowed this bill to be drawn
by parliamentary counsel in the first instance. Those
technical defects would not have occurred had that been
the case. I can remember back in the days of the Hamer
government, for example, when Mr John Finemore was
parliamentary counsel. That government allowed the
opposition and the third party to have private members
bills drawn by parliamentary counsel’s office.
Mr Finemore and his staff were most helpful in
assisting the workings of the Parliament and the
opposition parties and the proper functioning and
operation of democracy. I recall subsequent
parliamentary counsel, Ms Rowena Armstrong for
example, being made available by the government of
the day to assist opposition parties whether they were
Labor, Liberal or National to draw private members
bills.
It is this Bracks government, which refuses to make the
resources of the parliamentary counsel’s office
available to the opposition, that perhaps leads to
inevitable technical defects with private members bills.
I think the government should look at itself before its
members launch into long tirades about technical
defects in legislation. As I have already alluded, the
principal defect is about to be cured by an amendment
to be moved, as I understand it, by Mr Dalla-Riva in the
committee stage.
There is no doubt that Mr Dalla-Riva and his colleagues
are reacting, as they should, to community concerns
about repeat offenders. It goes without saying that there
is a great deal of concern out there in the community
about that. The government itself responded to that
concern and that pressure by bringing in the Serious
Sex Offenders Monitoring Act earlier this year. It might
have done that, I suppose, in response to pressure
arising from the impending release of the notorious
person known as Mr Baldy. Nevertheless, the
government reacted to that community advocacy. I
think that is to its credit. I think the bill the government
brought in was quite laudable, and the Parliament
obviously thought so because it was passed in a
bipartisan way. However, I think the opposition is
going on to ask the next question: why not other
offences? Why limit it only to sexual offences
involving children? That is a valid question. It is a
question being asked in the community quite a lot; I
certainly get it in the streets of towns in my electorate.
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This bill is an attempt to support and extend the
principle that was established in the Serious Sex
Offenders Monitoring Act and to say if it is good
enough for those sorts of offences, why not extend it to
other very serious offences? That is a pretty valid
argument. I suppose the reservation I have is that we
have to be very careful to maintain balance in all of
this. We have to make sure that we as a Parliament are
acting responsibly, that we are not simply dancing to
the tune of extremist elements in the community or loud
lobby groups or front page exercises in scaremongering
and the like run by the Herald Sun in particular. The
Herald Sun has a somewhat notorious reputation for
beating up these sorts of things and alleging that
somehow or other the justice system is failing and
people are being inadequately punished or that having
served their sentence — done their time so to speak —
they should be kept on a very tight leash thereafter. It
seems to me that in a liberal society where we want to
protect and preserve our freedoms there is a grave
danger of going overboard if we allow ourselves to be
unduly influenced by the tabloid press or the rantings
and ravings of a minority in the community who have
some sort of vigilante attitude and believe they ought to
be able to administer justice according to their views
and beliefs and their innate fears and concerns rather
than having a properly structured justice system.
I am not suggesting for one moment that the bill before
the house today is dancing to that tune at all. I do not
think it is. The bill before the house is attended by a
large number of safeguards. They are the very same
safeguards as were in the government’s bill so I am not
alleging that this bill is opening the floodgates, so to
speak. However, what I am saying is that we as a
community and as a Parliament have to be especially
careful that we are not allowing ourselves to be boxed
into a blind alley.
I have often wondered in this job whether we are
delegates or representatives. If we are delegates, we are
here to do the bidding of those who shout the loudest in
our constituencies — those who, by dint of activity and
noise, get the headlines and generate the most traffic
through our electorate offices. I have never thought
myself to be a delegate. It is one of the reasons, in a
somewhat tangential way, I seldom table petitions in
this Parliament. I certainly do not ever table a petition if
it is on a subject with which I disagree, because I do not
consider myself a delegate. I consider myself a
representative and as a representative I think one has to
weigh up all the arguments and come to a conclusion
and a response of what is best for the bulk of the
community in the long term, not what might satisfy the
baying hounds in the short term.
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The danger in these sorts of debates is that the
Parliament degenerates into a situation where it is
responding to the baying hounds rather than taking a
more long-term and responsible view. But, as I have
said, I do not think this legislation does that. Some of
the rhetoric may, but the bill itself does not do so —
and that is another danger. We have to make sure that
the rhetoric out there in the community is not
encouraging the baying hounds.
I have been through the bill and am satisfied that it
preserves the freedom I have spoken about. It protects
against the activities of antisocial elements in the
community. It provides for an extended supervision
order to be brought in, but it is only in very restricted
cases. Clause 11(1) of the bill says that:
A court —

it has to be a superior court, it cannot be the Magistrates
Court —
may only make an extended supervision order in respect of an
offender if it is satisfied, to a high degree of probability, that
the offender is likely to commit a relevant offence if released
in the community on completion of the service of any
custodial sentence that he or she is serving …

It requires that only a court, and a superior court at
that — and then only on the basis of a high degree of
probability — can make an extended supervision order
(ESO). I am prepared to take comfort in that safeguard.
Therefore this legislation is acceptable in that it will
only enable ESOs to be made in cases where there is a
high degree of probability. I believe that will give some
comfort to the community at large. It also puts some
pressure on those who are completing their sentences to
realise that they can, if they are not careful and are not
law abiding, be subject to ongoing supervision. When
one looks at the provisions of that supervision, which,
as I read them, are identical to those in the
government’s own act, it can be seen that they would be
quite onerous to anyone. Whether you commit another
crime or not, the mere fact that you have an ESO is
going to make life somewhat difficult for anyone.
Therefore there is a deterrent element as well.
On behalf of The Nationals I indicate that the party
supports the opposition in its attempts to extend the
concept of ESOs to other offences in addition to serious
sexual offences against children. We believe the
principle has been established by the government’s own
legislation and that there is a case that can be made out
for having that sort of principle and system available for
a wider range of offences. We acknowledge that this
bill has some technical defects but, as I pointed out,
those defects can be cured quite easily and could be
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cured this very day in the committee stage of this
house, so that is not of grave concern to me.
The opposition is to be commended for the work it has
put in in bringing this to the Parliament. It is another
part of the armoury to make our community safer.
There is no doubt that there is a lot of concern out in the
community that our society is becoming less safe, so
therefore we have to do what we can to ensure that
those feelings within the community are mollified and
ameliorated, and I think this bill can go some way to
doing that.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I, like other
members on this side of the house, am somewhat
disappointed at the government’s response to this
proposed legislation and encouraged by the response of
The Nationals. What needs to be understood in the
context of this debate is that the opposition’s attempts
to progress concepts and legal positions that might be
accepted by the Parliament in the interests of the
community are frustrated time and again by the
resourcing provided by government. The reality is, as
Mr Baxter said — —
Hon. J. M. McQuilten interjected.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — As a matter of fact
there is a distinct contrast between the actions of the last
government and those of this government. The
resources of the opposition parties have been
dramatically reduced by this government. Staffing
resources have been cut and indeed access to
parliamentary counsel is no longer available in the
drafting of private members bills. That ought to be a
process concern to all members of this place, especially
the Independents. I understand one Independent is to
contribute to the debate on this matter today. She might
reflect on whether or not it is appropriate that she has,
as an Independent, perhaps even less resources than a
political party available to her if she wishes to proceed
with a private member’s bill in this place or to pursue
issues of concern to her. This is a very grave matter for
all of us.
I hear what Ms Mikakos says about the legislation. I
would characterise much of it as nitpicking. Certainly
she has drawn attention to a number of inconsistencies
and, as has been indicated by the Honourable Bill
Baxter, the opposition has a series of amendments to
address some of the concerns she has raised,
particularly those concerns that affect clause 4 and
which would define which offenders might well be
covered by this proposed legislation. One of the key
issues that she raised will be addressed by that.
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It would have been much better for this debate had the
government been prepared to engage in the principles
that are ensconced in this proposed legislation and been
prepared to look at what the opposition said when we
debated the Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring Bill and
subsequently in public forums. It has not been alone in
making those comments but has had considerable
support from people in the legal fraternity and in the
community generally about the legislation not going far
enough and that there was a need for this Parliament to
consider monitoring procedures which would provide a
greater measure of community safety in a wider range
of offences.
One of the problems with the previous legislation that
this Parliament dealt with is that in many ways it was a
knee-jerk reaction to newspaper headlines, which is so
characteristic of the way this government operates.
There was some adverse publicity in that case — the
Mr Baldy release from jail — and the government
thought, ‘We must have something that we can put in
place from a public relations point of view to counter
this issue’. It came up with its legislation.
It is true that that legislation dealt with that problem to a
reasonable extent, and indeed the initiative received
opposition support. But at the time the shadow
Attorney-General in another place and Mr Dalla-Riva
both flagged that from the opposition’s viewpoint the
legislation clearly did not go far enough and that there
were other people who had committed offences —
heinous and sickening crimes — in this community
who really ought to be monitored once they left prison
because it was in the community’s interests to ensure
that those people did not have a propensity to reoffend.
The opposition was very clear in its position. I notice
that Ms Mikakos used the word ‘rhetoric’ a number of
times in her contribution. The opposition did not
engage in rhetoric. The opposition engaged in a very
clear and consistent debate of what was an imperative
in terms of community safety.
Whilst the government might argue that its current
regime meets community needs, there are many people
in the community who clearly do not think it does. I
share Mr Baxter’s view in that I have a real concern
about community responses at this time to some
offenders who are released back into the community
because the community does not believe there is a
sufficient process in place to ensure that they do not
reoffend and that there is not a continuing risk to the
community, and particularly to those who are most
vulnerable in our community.
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There is the prospect of vigilantism. I notice a number
of radio announcers have been pursuing particular
offenders and trying to out where they live. The
consequences of that are horrific. If they pick the wrong
house or the wrong street — indeed there have already
been question marks about some of the areas that they
have suggested an offender might be residing — then
the consequences to an innocent person could be
catastrophic. It is all because people clearly do not have
the level of confidence in the system that the
government suggests.
The legislation tries to address a number of issues and
seeks to make for a safer Victoria and for greater
community confidence. It seeks to move away from
community hysteria about offenders who are released,
and it seeks to try to establish a better regime of
community protection. One thing the system does not
do at this point, and about which I have some concerns,
is that the rehabilitation process within our prisons fails
much of the community, indeed many offenders, and
therefore the propensity for people to come back into
the community as damaged individuals and to reoffend
is a real concern for the community and something we
ought to be addressing.
The government might well have argued the principles
of the legislation rather than pedantics. This
government has shown great arrogance by suggesting
that the legislation has all these inconsistencies in it
when it knows — and Ms Mikakos would particularly
know — that parliamentary counsel was not allowed to
support the drafting of the legislation. It is ridiculous for
the government to try to frustrate an important debate
on critical issues of real concern to the community by
taking this pedantic nitpicking approach.
The principles enshrined in this proposed legislation are
important and ought be pursued by this Parliament.
They could well have been pursued if the government
had taken a more constructive position, like The
Nationals, in saying, ‘Okay, the principles of this
legislation are important’ — and I would hope the
Independent member for Silvan also takes the position
of The Nationals. The government should have
recognised that this proposed legislation contains
important principles and that the inconsistencies
suggested by Ms Mikakos could well be dealt with in
the committee stage of the bill.
As I have said, the opposition has some amendments.
Once we tabled the proposed legislation parliamentary
counsel was then able to say, particularly after
discussions with The Nationals, that there were some
changes that it could effect to the legislation to ensure
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its workability, which is in contrast to its
characterisation by the lead government speaker.
The fact is that this bill is important and should be
given due consideration by the house. It will establish
an effective process; it will give the community greater
confidence in terms of the process; and it will extend an
effective extended supervision order system, which has
been identified by the government in previous
legislation, to include a wider range of offences. Some
offences could well still be classified by the community
as heinous and sickening crimes but at the moment are
ignored by this government, despite the fact that some
of those people might well be reoffenders.
I wonder what government members might think about
the prospects of Julian Knight’s release and the hysteria
that might accompany that at some future point. In jail
Julian Knight has shown certain behaviours which
would suggest that there is very little remorse, and very
little rehabilitation and progress towards a successful
re-entry to the community — by the man who killed
people in the Hoddle Street shootings. Are we to wait
until such time as an individual like Julian Knight, or
someone else, is released from prison before we start to
readdress the consistency and capacity of our legislative
framework to guarantee a level of community safety
that the community wants and that we as lawmakers
owe to the community? This proposed legislation
would deal with Julian Knight and a range of people
who would cause great alarm in the community were
they to be released under the current regime of parole
and the inadequate supervision of their behaviour once
they are released back into the community.
I was surprised at the arguments advanced by
Ms Mikakos about the suitability of the Director of
Public Prosecutions to seek these extended supervision
orders as distinct from the secretary of the department
who currently is charged with that responsibility. The
Director of Public Prosecutions is the advocate of the
community who establishes whether there is evidence
to suggest that the community’s interests ought to be
protected by the appeal against a conviction or the
decision of a court which, from his viewpoint as a
community advocate, is not considered to be in the
interests of the community — in other words, if a
sentence is issued to a particular individual by a court,
then it is the Director of Public Prosecutions who
launches an appeal if he believes that sentence is
inadequate for the protection of the community in
respect of those offences.
The Secretary of the Department of Justice does not
have that role. He has an administrative role. In terms
of this proposed legislation regarding extended
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supervision orders, the opposition has highlighted what
is an important principle and has indicated the
appropriate process that ought to be taken going
forward with these supervision orders. Whether it
covers the government’s existing legislation or new
legislation as proposed here, it would take us further
and extend the range of offences that might well be
covered by extended supervision orders for certain
individuals. It is appropriate. It occurs to me that we
ought to be thankful that Mr Baldy consented to the
orders being established in his case because the
Secretary of the Department of Justice had failed to
make a decision for over three months and had run out
of time in a legal sense to seek the imposition of those
orders without consent by Mr Baldy himself. The
Director of Public Prosecutions is in a better and more
appropriate position to pursue those sorts of issues.
This proposed legislation is important, and the house
should give it fair and due consideration. We should
move away from some of the pedantic arguments
offered by Ms Mikakos, who on the occasion of this
bill coming before the house had 1 hour to speak
instead of the customary 15 minutes. She has rejoiced
in that and has given us a run through of the technical
aspects of the proposed legislation. The issues she
raises could well have been addressed and can still be
addressed through amendments, and I believe that is the
appropriate way to go.
The government should come on board with this one
and except the principles that have been enunciated by
the Liberal Party in terms of this proposed legislation,
as indeed The Nationals have, and pursue amendments
in those areas where it believes the legislation could be
made more effective. I commend the bill to the house
and ask members to give it fair consideration because it
is an important bill and one the community is
concerned about. The community is looking for
effective protection — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. R. H. Bowden) — Order! The member’s time
has expired. Before I call the next speaker, could
Mr Baxter assist the chamber by indicating whether
The Nationals will require any further time in this
debate?
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — On the
matter of the allocation of speaking time, I advise that
The Nationals will not be using any more of its
allocated time. We ask the Chair to reallocate that time
at its discretion.
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Opposition amendment circulated by
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) pursuant to
sessional orders.
Hon. C. D. HIRSH (Silvan) — I decided to
investigate this private members bill introduced by the
opposition because on the last occasion a private
members bill was before the house I did not know what
was going on and abstained from voting. On that
occasion I had not been given a briefing by either the
government or the opposition, and I must say that on
this bill I have also not been given a briefing by anyone.
I have made it my business to investigate the bill using
my own resources.
Hon. Andrew Brideson — Did you request a
briefing?
Hon. C. D. HIRSH — I was not offered a briefing.
Hon. Andrew Brideson — You did not request
one?
Hon. C. D. HIRSH — I did not because once I got
to the bill I discovered I could understand it myself.
Hon. Andrew Brideson — Had you requested a
briefing, you would have been given one.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. R. H. Bowden) — Order! Mr Brideson should
direct his comments through the Chair.
Hon. C. D. HIRSH — I would have requested a
briefing the previous time, but I did not even know it
was happening. This time I made it my business to find
out, and I have found out.
I started off with the second-reading speech. When I
came to a serious spelling error I wondered if I should
keep reading or whether I should immediately hand it
back. I have made a range of corrections to the
second-reading speech, and I am happy to produce this
corrected copy for interested members. As a former
teacher, I found it an interesting exercise. There were a
series of punctuation and typing errors, but when I
came to the spelling error I really wondered whether I
should go on since there seems to be a principle
established of only reading material that is correct.
Mr Atkinson expressed concern about access to
parliamentary counsel, and I have to say this also
concerns me. If I decided I wished to bring in a private
members bill, the lack of access to parliamentary
counsel in the preparation of that bill would cause me
concern, as I am sure it would to the other Independent
member. That matter should be followed up and access
to parliamentary counsel should be provided to any
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member of this chamber who wishes to prepare a
private members bill.
I am very concerned about the principles of this
legislation, not the ‘principals’, as the second-reading
speech has it. The speech seems to be talking about
school principals rather than a series of principles. I saw
the need for extended supervision orders when they
were brought in. I supported the legislation because
child-sex offenders tend to be recidivist. Often they
prey on children they know and tend to keep on doing
it. It is a fairly well-researched issue, and the literature
indicates it is a fairly common factor among that group
of offenders. I supported the extended supervision order
legislation, but the principle generally of keeping a
person punished beyond the sentence the court has
imposed worries me greatly. It worried me when the
government bill came in, but because of the particular
situation then and because it was confined to that group
of offenders who are known to be recidivists, I felt able
to support it.
Whilst Ms Mikakos went through a lot of the technical
errors in it, I am more concerned about the principle of
the opposition bill and extended supervision orders
being expanded to cover a whole range of criminal
behaviour. The expansion is basically limited to very
serious criminal behaviour, like rape, armed robbery,
kidnapping and murder, all of which are hideous,
heinous crimes, but if you go through the literature, the
evidence for recidivism by perpetrators of those crimes
is not as strong as it is for child-sex offenders. You
cannot say for sure that recidivism will take place
among those who commit some of these crimes, and to
extend the bill to this range of crimes is problematic.
I am also concerned about the fact that the
second-reading speech flags a couple of additional
crimes that will also have extended supervision orders
attached to them. The crime of drug trafficking, which
is an appalling crime, is one of them, and there is one
other crime that would be flagged if the opposition
came into government.
Mr Atkinson or Mr Baxter mentioned the concept of
extremism, vigilante groups and so on. I am very
concerned that if in the future a government came into
power that contained a number of extremist thinkers
this business of extended supervision orders could be
expanded even further. That is the thing that worries
me. The principle was established with the so-called
Mr Baldy legislation — the child-sex offender
legislation — but having had the principle established,
if we perhaps take it further we could end up with half
the population wearing ankle bracelets. That really
worries me.
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Therefore I am not going to support the legislation. I
thought a bit about not supporting the earlier bill, but
because of the particular situation and because, as I
said, of the known recidivism of that group I supported
it. I do not believe you can in all conscience support
this legislation when the research and the evidence do
not show the level of recidivism and when the principle
is expanded of continuing a sentence that a court has
imposed. It is a breach of separation of powers, and I
believe the earlier legislation is too. It is concerning to
any Parliament that this is occurring. I do not believe
we as a Parliament have a role in sentencing or in
determining the length of sentences. That should be up
to the courts.
I enjoyed Mrs Coote’s advertisement in the
Stonnington newspaper this week about this bill. Next
week, perhaps, it might be useful for Mrs Coote to tell
the paper, ‘Sorry, it got beaten’.
Hon. Andrea Coote — I do not think so. We have
not had the vote yet.
Hon. C. D. HIRSH — We will see. We have not
had the vote.
Hon. Andrea Coote — But I am glad you are
reading it as a constituent of mine.
Hon. C. D. HIRSH — I am a constituent. It was a
very interesting advertisement. I thought, ‘Goodness
me. I have a conviction. I hope I do not end up with an
ankle bracelet!’. I certainly would not like to. On that
frivolous note, I will conclude.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — In
beginning my speech I would like to make a short
response to the government’s attitude towards the
Serious Offenders Monitoring Bill, particularly the
remarks made by Ms Mikakos. It is disappointing that
rather than treating the bill in the serious manner that it
should be treated the government has chosen to nitpick
and mock it. This is a very serious issue, and it is
something the community feels very strongly about.
When we are debating legislation that deals with such
serious crimes I suggest the government could have
taken the bill a lot more seriously.
We in the Liberal Party acknowledge that we do not
have the resources that the government has available to
it in drafting legislation. The government has almost
170 000 public servants available. I also note, as the
Honourable Bruce Atkinson did, that the Liberal Party
was not afforded the assistance of parliamentary
counsel in drafting this private members bill. However,
even with all the resources and experts available to the
government, it has still presented legislation to this
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house that contains technical errors or spelling
mistakes. The government should acknowledge that it
is not perfect either, and it has a lot more resources at its
fingertips than the opposition. If the government really
cared about the concerns and safety of Victorians it
would have offered these resources to the opposition
and assisted it in correcting any technical errors that
may exist in the bill rather than just nitpicking and
mocking it. If the government really cared about safety
in Victoria it would be supporting the bill.
The bill would repeal the government’s Serious Sex
Offenders Monitoring Act 2005, which was introduced
in an attempt to protect the community against
recidivist child-sex offenders. That legislation did not
go far enough towards community protection, because
it failed to recognise that dangerous recidivists are not
confined just to paedophiles. This bill will expand the
range of offences where extended supervision orders
can be made. To the list of child-sex offences listed in
the current schedule this bill would add all serious
offences under the Sentencing Act 1991, including
murder, rape, arson causing death, armed robbery,
kidnapping and child offences. It would also include
interstate parolees who have been relocated to Victoria
under the Parole Orders (Transfer) Act 1983. The bill in
no way diminishes the current schedule list of
41 child-sex offences.
The bill will confer responsibility for applying for an
extended supervision order onto the Director of Public
Prosecutions. The Liberal Party believes the DPP is the
most appropriate person to make this application. The
DPP is independent; his office prosecutes most of the
serious crimes; and he appears for the state of Victoria
on sentences of convicted criminals. Currently an
application for an extended service order is made by the
Secretary of the Department of Justice. The secretary is
an administrator and not an advocate, so the DPP would
be a more appropriate person to apply for these orders.
The secretary had an unexplained three-month delay in
bringing forward the application for an extended
supervision order in the Mr Baldy case, and that delay
could have caused the application to fail, but for the
prisoner’s consent to bring that order out of time. The
possibility of Mr Baldy having escaped placement on
an extended supervision order was quite real.
The bill also ensures that an indecent assault involving
a child under 16 will be included as a serious sex
offence under the Sentencing Act 1991. This will give
judges the option to sentence this type of sex offender
to an indefinite sentence. That is an appropriate
inclusion in the bill.
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Under this bill a breach of an extended supervision
order will be dealt with by the County or Supreme court
and not by the Magistrates Court, as it currently is, and
bail will only be available where an offender can show
just cause. Legislation will ensure that all departments,
including the Department of Justice, Victoria Police,
the Adult Parole Board, the Office of Public
Prosecutions and Corrections Victoria, must exchange
information to ensure agencies are aware of the
conditions of the extended supervision order. This
would have ensured that the Sunbury police were
notified that the Western Australian paedophile Charles
Alan Smith, who systematically abused young boys
over two decades, had been relocated to their
community. That was something about which the
Sunbury police should have been notified.
Hon. Andrea Coote — Scandalous!
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — It was scandalous, as
Mrs Coote says, that they were not notified and that the
people of Sunbury were not aware of the possibility of
this recidivist offender committing offences in their
community was imminent. The police should have been
notified, but not necessarily the whole community. We
do not want to be scaremongering, but the police should
have been made aware to keep an eye on this person
while he was in their community.
The bill has come about as a result of the Liberal
Party’s concerns that the government’s legislation
passed earlier this year did not provide the level of
protection that Victorian communities deserve or
expect. The Liberal Party has been listening to the
community, which has been demanding for some time
that this Parliament implement laws that will properly
protect people and reduce the level of recidivism in
Victoria. Speakers for the Liberals expressed their
concern during debate on the original bill, saying that it
did not go far enough in providing protection to the
people of Victoria against repeat offenders. The Liberal
Party remains concerned that the act does not provide
the level of protection that should be afforded to all
Victorians and has therefore introduced this bill to
expand the range of offenders covered under that act.
These offenders include some that have recently hit the
headlines in this state, such as Dane Sweetman who is
due to be released from the Fulham prison in
Gippsland. Mr Sweetman’s crimes are quite
horrendous. This article from the Herald Sun of
Saturday, 10 September 2005, describes some of his
crimes. It states:
Sweetman’s hate-filled jail diaries said he wanted to kill drug
users, doctors, teachers, police, priests, pornographers and
homosexuals.
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He boasted that the day after his 1989 release he firebombed a
synagogue. The next day he attacked a man at a Thornbury
halfway house, believing he was gay.
He bragged of launching a brutal attack on a woman in
Fitzroy because she had an Asian boyfriend.
Sweetman’s freedom ended when he and Martin Darren
Bayston attacked the English-born Mr Noble at the Hitler
birthday celebrations at a Pascoe Vale South house.
Things got out of hand when Mr Noble said that they didn’t
make women like Sweetman’s girlfriend in England, and
asked if he could borrow her for the night.
Sweetman, on bail over the Thornbury assault, responded by
embedding an axe in Mr Noble’s head.
…
Bayston then got a boning knife from the kitchen and stabbed
Mr Noble 18 times.
His body was left in the backyard until morning when his legs
were severed and the remains stuffed in a car boot and
dumped near the Yarra River at Kew.

This person is about to be released on parole, and his
parole will expire in 2010, so there will be a short
period when he will be under some sort of community
supervision. However, under the bill before the house
today an extended supervision order would have
allowed him to be supervised for up to 15 years in the
community. The community demands and deserves that
sort of protection.
Another person is Charles Alan Smith, whom I have
already mentioned. He has been relocated to Victoria
and under this bill he would have been on an extended
supervision order and the police in Sunbury would have
been aware that he was in their community and able to
keep a close eye on his activities to ensure the safety of
residents.
I am sure we all know about Mr Baldy. He is out there
in the community now. The press has been able to track
him down on several occasions, but, of course, we
nearly missed placing an extended supervision order on
him because the secretary of the department failed to
lodge the application in time. At least, with Mr Baldy’s
agreement, he is now covered by an extended
supervision order.
There is Peter Vaitos, known as the silver gun rapist,
who was convicted of 10 rapes, 1 attempted rape,
1 count of buggery with violence, 3 aggravated
burglaries, 1 assault and 31 counts of burglary and
handling stolen property. Obviously he is a recidivist —
10 rapes, not just 1 rape. He was given a sentence of
28 years with a minimum of 25 years, but because of
his good behaviour in jail, his jail term was reduced by
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a third to 19 years and he can walk free at the end of
that time. Under this bill he would have been placed on
an extended supervision order and he would have been
monitored for a further 15 years once he returned to the
community, thus providing a level of protection which
people not only deserve but demand. This bill presents
a unique opportunity for this Parliament to protect the
law-abiding citizens of Victoria from predictable
danger in the form of recidivist offenders.
It is possible for recidivist offenders to be recognised
for their behaviour and to be placed on extended
supervision orders that will allow the police the
opportunity to monitor them once they return to the
community to ensure they do not go back to their old
ways and commit more crimes of the sort they had been
convicted of and jailed for — and they are heinous and
quite serious crimes. As I said, the crimes include
murder, rape, arson causing death, armed robbery,
kidnapping and child offences. These are not crimes
that the community takes lightly. The community treats
them with a great deal of concern.
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legislation. I am grateful to Ms Lovell for her
contribution because she exposed what this bill is all
about. This bill introduced by Mr Dalla-Riva is not
about protecting Victorians, it is about getting votes. It
is not about putting forward legislation that will do
anything to protect Victorians, it is about the Herald
Sun, because she quoted at length from the Herald Sun.
That is what this bill is about. It is about presenting a
case to the Herald Sun so that the opposition can get
some support. My understanding is that members of the
Liberal Party are already advertising the provisions of
this bill in local newspapers as being the Liberal Party’s
policy. Having had the experience of almost six years
in government and as a parliamentary secretary, I can
say that this bill would never come before Parliament if
the Liberal Party won government. The opposition
would never put this bill forward if it were in
government. It is a sham. This bill is purely about
politics. It is purely about trying to make a grab for
votes.
Hon. Andrea Coote — You don’t believe it.

As I said, this bill will present an opportunity for this
Parliament to protect law-abiding citizens from
predictable danger in the form of recidivist offenders
The government should acknowledge this as an
opportunity for it to provide some good legislation. I
invite government members to provide that level of
protection to Victorian citizens by voting with the
Liberal Party in support of this important piece of
legislation. I commend the bill to the house.

Mr VINEY — There is absolutely no way that any
government would propose legislation such as this.
Some opposition members have had experience in
government. They know full well that a government
deals with a range of competing issues, and that the
most important thing in government is to make sure
you have a balanced, reasonable and decent approach to
the management and administration of the state. This
bill meets none of those criteria, because it is purely
about politics. It is purely about presenting a case to the
public that makes the opposition look tough on crime. It
is not about community safety. We know that if the
Liberal Party had genuine concern about community
safety it would not have sacked 1000 coppers when it
was last in government. We know its record on
community safety was appalling when it was in
government, because it not only allowed the numbers in
the police force to collapse but also presided over an
absolute demolition of the morale of the force. We on
this side of the house can be sure that if the Liberal
Party were ever in government it would not introduce
this legislation. It certainly would not introduce the
legislation with all the flaws it has. Mr Dalla-Riva has
done to this bill what he did to WIN Support
Services — completely stuffed it up. What we know is
that if the opposition were in government it would not
introduce this bill. This bill is actually just a grab for
votes.

Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — I rise in opposition to the
bill before the house and, taking up what Ms Lovell
said in concluding her contribution, advise her that not
only I but the government will be opposing this

Ms Lovell talked about specific cases and quoted
articles from the Herald Sun — and she clearly
confused a serial offender with a recidivist. She did not
make that distinction because she does not understand

Members of the Victorian community are concerned
about their safety. The level of crimes against the
person has increased by 11 per cent, and they are now
at the highest level they have been since the Bracks
government came to power in 1999. In some of the
local government areas in my province crimes against
the person rose by over 100 per cent in the past year.
The Bracks government promised to provide additional
police resources to the Victoria Police to fight crime,
but the fulfilment of that promise has not been
forthcoming. We have seen only 230 out of the 600
promised police assigned to any police station in
Victoria. We are waiting for the government to provide
the further 370 police over the next 12 months. I
certainly hope some of those additional police resources
will come to my area of the state to assist our already
hardworking police officers to ensure the safety of all
Victorians.

SERIOUS OFFENDERS MONITORING BILL
830

COUNCIL

the difference. She quoted the case of a person who was
convicted of serial offences. I do not know the
particular case, but presumably the person was charged,
found guilty and sentenced. I would imagine that if he
was convicted of the offences she described — 10 rapes
and 1 attempted rape, from memory — the person
would have received a pretty significant sentence. The
system we have and have had in the law for many,
many years is that people are sentenced for crimes they
have committed, and if it is a serious crime that they
receive a significant sentence. At the end or towards the
end of that sentence there is a parole period. The
purpose of the parole period — one would hope that in
sentencing there is some approach towards
rehabilitation — is to test a person’s rehabilitation. The
parole board can put in place a number of very
significant supervision requirements when a person is
on parole. That is the process that we have.
There is already in a sense under the parole system in
this state — and it occurs throughout the country — a
system of supervision orders. The government put in
place earlier this year a law that related specifically to
serious child-sex offenders, because research has
demonstrated that serious child-sex offenders are likely
to commit those offences again and are certainly more
likely to commit those sorts of offences again than
offenders in any other category. The opposition has not
put forward any research or any evidence to suggest
that people who commit other serious offences are
likely to commit the same sorts of serious offences
again. Apart from the fact that the bill is flawed, the
basis upon which the bill has been presented to this
house has no substance. There is no research basis. The
opposition has presented no evidence that people who
commit other offences are likely to be recidivists.
As I said, the system we have in place tries to ensure
that when a serious offence is committed a significant
sentence is applied, and the parole board is able to put
in place supervision arrangements for a portion of that
significant sentence upon the person’s release. That
system has run pretty well for many years in our justice
system, but the government took the view that in the
case of serious child-sex offenders there was a sound
reason, based on research, facts and experience, to put
in place the capacity to have extended supervision
orders. The government did so with a series of
requirements to meet certain tests under our justice
system in this state. What we have before the house
today is a bill that has not been based on any of that.
What Ms Lovell exposed is that the opposition’s bill is
in fact based on articles in the Herald Sun. Its bill is
actually based on appealing to voters on the basis of,
‘We’re tougher than them on crime’.
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But the evidence is to the contrary, because when we
came to government we put additional resources into
the police force to make sure we put in place the first
basic tenet of community safety — that is, that when
someone commits an offence they get caught. When the
opposition was in government the police force was not
able to exercise anything like a capacity to actually go
out and catch crooks in the first place. That is what took
place when the opposition was in government. The
fundamental principle of community safety has to be to
put in place a decent and reasonable level of security
through our police force.
With the Liberals’ promise on the Scoresby freeway
they will have to go back to those things again. They
will have to go back to cutting coppers and to getting
rid of teachers and nurses, as I said earlier today in my
90-second statement. That is what they will have to do.
Any amount of chest beating by Mr Dalla-Riva and his
colleagues opposite about them being tougher than us
on crime is an absolute furphy. They have no basis
upon which to make that claim because in government
they oversaw a decline in police force numbers. The
opposition has put forward a bill that has no basis in
research and no basis in substance.
In his contribution Mr Atkinson criticised Ms Mikakos
for, as he said, being pedantic about the bill.
Ms Mikakos put forward a series of flaws that exist
within the bill before the house — significant flaws —
and Mr Atkinson’s amendment which he circulated
fixes only one of the serious flaws that Ms Mikakos
identified. I hardly think that with legislature it is
appropriate for a member to be criticising another as
being pedantic when the member — in this case
Ms Mikakos — was pointing out serious flaws in the
proposed law. This measure is proposed to be law in
this state — and it is full of errors. The only way to fix
these errors is not by bringing in house amendments,
but to withdraw and redraft the whole thing. It is so
deeply flawed. I appreciated the contribution of
Ms Mikakos in demonstrating that.
What do we have before the house today? Politics. That
was demonstrated absolutely clearly when all of the
research for and substance of Ms Lovell’s contribution
was from the Herald Sun. What this government has
done with community safety is very significant. Not
only have we put in place additional resources to the
police force, but we have just about rebuilt every single
police station in the state. In fact it is pretty hard when
driving around the state to not see one that has either
been completely renovated or rebuilt.
Hon. C. D. Hirsh — Even Cressy.
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Mr VINEY — There you go; as Ms Hirsh points
out, even at Cressy. We have also put in place a whole
range of community support systems through
community support programs. These are things that
were completely ignored by the Kennett government.
We have put in place a range of programs and support
services that provide support to communities under
stress. From all of the research we know that it is
usually in communities that are under stress where
crime is not only generated but is committed. That is
where a significant amount of crime takes place. As
part of its community safety program this government
has put in place significant support to communities
under stress, as well as the additional resources for
policing and the additional capital expenditure on
police facilities. We have also put in place reforms of
the legal system, such as reforms to sentencing and
further options for the courts in sentencing,
extraordinary initiatives such as the drug courts, and
Koori courts. These are things that a decent and
reasonable government does to make sure there is a fair
and reasonable justice system and that it enhances
community safety. None of those things were done by
the other side when it was in government. It saw police
resources, just as it saw teachers and nurses, as an
opportunity to slash and burn and cut. I suspect that
with the direction it was going in it might have even
considered privatising hospitals and education, and it
might have even started to consider privatising
community safety and public security.
What we have before us today is a bill entirely based on
the political agenda of the opposition and the chest
beating of Mr Dalla-Riva. That is the substance of what
is before the house. It is a bill that is not only deeply
flawed and full of errors, which can only be fixed by its
withdrawal, but is also in essence philosophically
flawed. It has no basis in research. There is no
evidence, and the opposition has presented no evidence,
that the offenders referred to in the bill have a
significant likelihood of reoffending. They have
presented no evidence to that effect. The government
recognised the research on serious child-sex offenders
and their reoffending and so has put in place balanced
and reasonable legislation to protect the community in
that area.
This bill is all about politics. It is not about protecting
the community; it is about getting votes in marginal
seats and about Mr Dalla-Riva trying to beat his chest
so that he advances his own position in the Liberal
Party and presumably shores up his preselection
prospects. I suggest that the house needs to reject this
bill significantly.
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Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — The essence
of this bill shows that the Liberal Party is listening to
the community. Unlike the Labor Party, the Liberal
Party is actually listening to the community and
reflecting what the community’s attitude to law and
crimes is. Ms Mikakos in her contribution seemed to be
totally preoccupied with the mistakes in this bill. I
acknowledge the amendment circulated by
Mr Atkinson, which goes a long way to addressing the
issues that she raised.
I would like to point out that the Labor Party in
government has 167 000 public servants, and that it is
putting them on at a rapid rate. Let us just go back a
little and look at all of the legislation that has come
through here which has been absolutely appallingly
drafted and which has to be fixed up. Let us go all the
way back to the drafting of the changes to this upper
house. We can recall how appalling that was, as a
mistake was nearly made that would have changed the
whole constitution forever. In fact if it was not for the
member for Box Hill in another place, Mr Robert
Clark, picking it up, we would have seen some
profound problems within this state’s constitution. So
the government can talk about mistakes, but in
comparison the mistakes in this bill are minor. A bill
that passed through this place recently, the House
Contracts Guarantee (Amendment) Bill, went to the
lower house with a whole range of spelling mistakes.
Obviously Mr Holding, the Minister for Spelling, had
not had a close look at it. It went through the lower
house, still with spelling mistakes intact, and was sent
here. In her contribution Ms Hirsh said that she had
seen the spelling mistakes in this bill and had alerted
Mr Dalla-Riva to them. It might be a jolly good idea to
look at all of the government’s legislation for spelling
mistakes, because I believe members would not be
disappointed — there would be many mistakes.
Mr Viney’s contribution was absolutely fascinating.
Mr Viney makes a contribution in this slot every
week — it is something I think the whole chamber
looks forward to hearing — and we see a number of
trends coming through every time. We get exactly the
same speech every week. Mr Viney tops and tails it —
he gets the heading right, he uses the same speech in the
middle and he follows up at the end. That is how he
does it. We just go through the whole thing.
An honourable member — And raise a family!
Hon. ANDREA COOTE — And raise a family —
precisely. Besides ‘raise a family’, there is ‘leading the
way and ‘a fairer Victoria’ — all of the rhetoric.
Mr Viney strings it together in a speech and he presents
it every Wednesday. We look forward to hearing more
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of the same every week and that is what tends to
happen. What Mr Viney did today was to criticise my
colleague Ms Lovell for talking about the Herald Sun,
but I remind Mr Viney about the legislation that the
government brought in earlier this year about child-sex
offenders. I would have to say that all members as well
as the community welcomed the legislation. I believe
we all feel the same way about child-sex offenders and
that everybody in this chamber and the other place and
in the wider community was pleased to see that
legislation introduced here. We believe it did not go far
enough and hence this bill today.
We need to have a closer look at what pre-empted this.
It was a reaction to the Herald Sun and the Mr Baldy
situation. The government brought in what has
colloquially become known as the Mr Baldy bill. That
description is there in perpetuity and is how we must
remember the way the last bill came into being.
Mr Viney criticised Ms Lovell for saying that it was the
politics and not the substance and that she had
concentrated upon the Herald Sun article. I have some
evidence here — research undertaken by the Australian
Institute of Criminology. I believe all members would
acknowledge that this institute produces some excellent
reports and is very generous in sending us copies on a
regular basis. This report by Denise Lievore was from
May 2004 entitled Recidivism of Sexual Assault
Offenders — Rates, Risk Factors and Treatment
Efficacy. This report is prepared for the Office for the
Status of Women by the Australian Institute of
Criminology. I am sure Mr Viney will be hastening to
see me after this contribution to get a copy of this to
make certain he can read it from cover to cover to
demonstrate that the opposition has built this bill on
research. In this report, in the executive summary — I
will not go through all the details, but I encourage
everyone to have a closer look at this — it states:
There have been few systematic evaluations of treatment
programs and no definitive results regarding treatment
efficacy.

It further states:
The current research included a small-scale study of Victorian
police data pertaining to persons apprehended for sexual
assault in 2001 … The data revealed that 14 per cent of
alleged offenders had previously been apprehended for sexual
offences … that 35 per cent of the sample had been processed
for multiple sexual offences.

I believe this should weigh in as enough of a warning
bell within our community for the opposition to bring in
this bill; to have a closer look at it and take it seriously,
not just for the politics, as Mr Viney says, but as a very
serious concern for our community. As we have said in
this chamber before, this government is particularly
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occupied and preoccupied with spin. Although we have
heard government members today talk about the lack of
detail in this bill and about their concerns with accuracy
and lack of research, today at 9.30 a.m. the
government’s Attorney-General, Rob Hulls, released a
community consultation paper on a victims’ charter for
Victoria at a forum on women and the justice system in
the Melbourne town hall supper room. Why doesn’t
Mr Hulls just come to Parliament for this debate? He
does not need to concoct another spin. He does not need
to go out there to say how fabulous the government is. I
invite the Attorney-General to work with us and give us
a better opportunity of introducing proper legislation
and to give us proper assistance in developing a bill that
is going to be reflective of what he is trying to use as
spin at the town hall. He believes his own spin as
members can see today.
The issue is that under the current law criminals who
have committed murder, rape, arson, kidnapping or
armed robbery can leave jail untracked, even if it is
believed they are likely to reoffend. This bill gives the
authority to monitor serious criminals by electronic
tagging, strict curfews and constant supervision. It is
not about statistics: this bill is about saving lives and
reducing fear for people in Victoria. We all understand
the hideousness of any crime dealing with children. I
believe it touches all of us as a community. These
crimes are totally and utterly unacceptable and I think
all members of the community are very concerned
about this.
I would say, however, that we need to have a closer
look at other crimes. I would like to give two examples
of crimes that have affected people in my area. I bring
to the attention of the chamber the silver gun rapist. His
name is Peter Vaitos and over 17 years ago he
committed some serious crimes — intimidation, sexual
harassment and rape, leading to murder. I would like to
quote from the Herald Sun because I think it gets the
essence of this right and shows exactly the fear and
intimidation that these women experienced in their
contact with the silver gun rapist. An article of 2 June
2001 by Geoff Wilkinson talks about ‘Maree’ who
called the Herald Sun after it had been revealed that
Vaitos had been questioned by the sexual crime squad
detectives over an alleged stalking. He said:
Three teenage girls and two pregnant women were among his
victims during a 15-month reign of terror in Melbourne’s
eastern and south-eastern suburbs during 1978–79.

I remind the chamber it is intended that this man will be
let loose very shortly, and I think that should ring
warning bells for all of us here. Many people in the
chamber today have children, wives, friends, family or
neighbours who should all be concerned about this.
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The article goes on to say:
He was charged with 16 rapes and convicted of 10, as well as
attempted rape, buggery with violence, aggravated burglary,
assault, burglary and handling stolen goods.

He was 53 in 2001, and was released after serving a
17-year sentence. Maree is quoted in the article as
saying:
‘I can’t adequately describe how evil he was. He had the
ability to horrify you just by standing there.’
‘You look into his eyes and you’re looking at evil.’

The article goes on to say:
Police told her they had traced her through a ‘rape list’ found
in his possession.
‘The police told me I probably wouldn’t have survived. They
thought his next victim would be dead,’ she said.

Maree also wrote a letter to the Herald Sun. In it she
said:
It is 22 years since ‘this man’ (I refuse to personalise him by
using his name) victimised me and many other innocent
people. At no time were our civil liberties considered by this
man. In fact, quite the opposite. He set out quite deliberately
to remove them.
…
I’m not suggesting a lynch mob mentality. But if a person has
been convicted of a particular type of behaviour and begins
demonstrating that behaviour again, the public has a right to
know.
If people are aware of the type of dangerous behaviour he is
capable of and the direction that behaviour may lead, I believe
more people will come forward when it happens to them.

We should all try to think about what it would be like to
be intimidated, interrogated, watched and called on the
phone the way this victim was.
In this community we tend to spend an inordinate
amount of time looking at offenders and at the
programs that should be put in place for them. It is
incumbent upon us to put up the very best programs to
help these offenders. However, it is also absolutely vital
that we look at what happens to these offenders when
they come out, and it is imperative for us as law-makers
to make certain that our community is safe. It is very
difficult to know what offenders may do when they get
out, so it is imperative that we monitor and check them.
In the long term by monitoring and checking we may
indeed come out with proper research on what patterns
develop and what happens so that we can make
appropriate laws and make sure we have in place
appropriate education and training programs for these
people. We are not to know what will happen in the
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future, and we thereby just use guesswork. It is
important that we put into place procedures that may
help us to make certain that the Victorian community
can feel safe.
Anyone in this place understands that violence against
the community is unacceptable. It is a great pity that
this government did not go far enough, and it is an
extraordinarily sad day when we find government
members criticising the bill that has been put up in good
faith in response to community research. We have
listened to the community, and that is reflected in this
bill. Sadly this reflects upon the government. It believes
its own rhetoric — it believes the spin it has put out —
and has become arrogant and distant from the
community. The Liberal Party has not become arrogant
and distant from the community. We are out there
listening to the community — listening to the women
affected or intimidated by rapists and murderers. This
should not be dismissed as a political stunt, as
Mr Viney suggested; this is very real. The community
is concerned and worried.
As I said, the Liberal Party has been genuinely looking
at these issues. I encourage the government to have a
closer look at this. I also call on the government again
to give us greater support in drafting legislation so that
we do not have the minor problems we have with this
bill. However, I also have to say they should have a
closer look at their own bills. This is totally
unacceptable, and Parliament is being dumbed down by
the government’s attitude to all these bills. The Liberal
Party is reflecting the community. This bill gives the
community security and confidence. I commend the bill
to this house.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
am delighted to rise and speak in opposition to this
private members bill introduced by Mr Dalla-Riva. I
guess I should not be surprised that the Liberal Party
would bring a bill that is so flawed, that contains so
many errors, into the Parliament and expect to gather
support for it. It must be quite embarrassing for
members of the opposition — even Mr Dalla-Riva —
to have to stand up and support this bill which is so
flawed in so many ways. This indicates that this is quite
clearly an attempt to grab some publicity, to grab a bit
of the limelight.
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA — As my
parliamentary colleague points out, it is a stunt. It is a
stunt which has gone badly wrong. The speakers
presented by the government, and even those from the
opposition side, have been able to demonstrate quite
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clearly just how flawed this bill is. Mrs Coote talked
about there being some minor mistakes. She said there
was a lack of research and because of the opposition’s
inability to do any research — —
Hon. R. G. Mitchell — Laziness.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA — Members on our
side say it is laziness, and they may well be right. It is
very shoddy and shabby, there is no doubt about that.
The opposition is relying on the Herald Sun —
Mrs Coote and Ms Lovell relied on the Herald Sun in
their contributions. The bill is full of errors. It is badly
drafted, and that is being generous. It deserves to be
opposed by this house.
Mrs Coote acknowledged and accepted that there are
mistakes in the bill. I will go to one of the most glaring
errors, and Ms Mikakos, the lead speaker on the
government side, went through in some detail and
identified the many glaring errors in this badly drafted
bill.
Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva interjected.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA — Mr Dalla-Riva
interjects and he has had more than enough time to try
to justify this poor piece of drafting. Even though the
member will try to fix one of the most glaring drafting
errors with an amendment he has circulated, that
amendment only goes to fixing one error when so many
mistakes have been identified in this bill. This clearly
demonstrates that the opposition has very little
understanding of what sort of powers government
officials have and how they might be able to utilise
those powers and in what circumstances.
I cannot finish without mentioning a glaring error for
which opposition members should be hanging their
heads in shame, which they should be embarrassed
about. I take the house to clause 11 headed ‘When may
a court make an extended supervision order?’.
Mr Dalla-Riva is getting up and going; it is that
embarrassing. This clause talks about under what
circumstances the court may make an extended
supervision order in respect of an offender. It says it can
do so if it is satisfied to a high degree of probability that
the offender is likely to commit a relevant offence. The
offence here is a child-sex offence — not the offences
opposition members say need to be dealt with and are
the reason for the bill being brought in. The extended
supervision order does not deal with other offences
such as murder and armed robbery — the offences the
opposition thinks should be included. This bill is so
badly drafted that it does not even deal with that.
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In her contribution Mrs Coote acknowledged that this is
a badly drafted bill. She was put in a position where she
had no choice but to stand up here and try to defend this
poor piece of drafting but she talked about minor
mistakes. Mrs Coote acknowledges that there are minor
mistakes but we have identified major errors in the
drafting of this bill. Mrs Coote acknowledged that there
are mistakes but suggested we change the law anyway.
She is the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and she
said her team has not had time to do the research
necessary for the proper drafting of this bill. They have
not done the sort of research the government did when
it brought forward its legislation about monitoring
child-sex offenders. Members will recall that our
legislation was based on research which showed a very
high degree of recidivism among sex offenders and the
need for monitoring.
Mrs Coote said the opposition was unable to do that
research — or it was too lazy or could not be bothered.
The opposition is so desperate for a bit of publicity that
it has gone ahead and relied on the Herald Sun.
Mrs Coote suggested we change the law even though
we recognise that there are errors in the bill which
would become the law. She suggested we do it anyway
and then do the research afterwards as a secondary
consideration. What very bad public policy. What a
basis for public policy to say make the law first even
though we know there are mistakes — in this case they
are major mistakes but even if they were minor — and
then do the research. What an outrageous way to make
legislation. What an outrageous way to determine the
laws that govern this state. This bill does not deserve —
—
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. B. W. Bishop) — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
Hon. ANDREW BRIDESON (Waverley) — This
is a serious debate, and I reject totally the trite
assertions from the previous speaker. I do not want to
say any more about her contribution, I think it was just
trite.
The Serious Offenders Monitoring Bill has been
introduced because in our view the Serious Sex
Offenders Monitoring Act 2005 did not go far enough.
We supported that bill but at the time we said it did not
go far enough. In our second-reading speech it says that
this bill will apply to all serious offenders, not just
paedophiles, and that criminals guilty of offences such
as murder, arson, kidnapping and armed robbery should
be subject to an extended supervision order. That is
why we are debating this bill today. It is also a firm
belief of the Liberal opposition that this law needs to be
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toughened. It is also in response to community
expectations that Parliament will have laws that can be
implemented by courts and that reflect community
attitudes.

I want to make reference to the chairman’s foreword of
both reports. The Honourable Ken Smith said this in his
opening comments in the report of the committee he
chaired:

I would like to make a brief statement on the
contribution by Mr Viney. There are two members of
the government who will understand the term that I use.
Mr Viney gave his usual hypocritical contribution
today, but the Honourable Carolyn Hirsh and the
Honourable Geoff Hilton, as psychologists, will
understand if I use the term ‘projected’. Mr Viney
projected the political aspirations of the government.
The reason the government introduced the Serious Sex
Offenders Monitoring Bill earlier this year was
blatantly as a result of the Herald Sun news articles. I
am going to make a very fleeting reference to Herald
Sun articles and their dates of publication: ‘Sex fiend
fear delays release’ on 19 March this year, ‘Parole for
vicious teen. Freed despite escapes’ on 25 November
last year, ‘Freedom looms for mad dog’ on 4 December
last year, ‘Child-killer’s freedom bid. Old sex charges
loom’ on 18 April this year, and ‘A dangerous
uncertainty’, an article by Matthew Pinkney, on
7 February this year.

My life has been deeply marked by the experiences of the
past 12 months as have the lives of other committee members
and the committee staff. The horror stories relayed by victims
and investigators cry out for an emotional response to the
problem.

This government hates adverse publicity, and that was
the adverse publicity that prompted the bill it
introduced earlier this year. I am a little concerned
about the Herald Sun and that type of article because I
believe they raise the temperature in the community to
an unhealthy extent. I do not think it does the
community a lot of good when newspapers promote
that sort of material — and they promote it solely to sell
the newspapers. I am very firmly of the belief that if a
criminal does their time and is rehabilitated, they ought
to be freed to live in the society they were born into.
I will refer to two very good reports of parliamentary
committees. One is a 1995 report of the Crime
Prevention Committee. The other is a report of the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee. Those two
very good reports were Combating Child Sexual
Assault — An Integrated Model, put out by the
committee when it was chaired by the Honourable Ken
Smith, a former member for South Eastern Province
and now the member for Bass in the other place, and
Combating Sexual Assault against Adult Men and
Women — Inquiry into Sexual Offences against
Children and Adults, which was put out in November
1996 by the committee when I had the privilege of
chairing it. I come to this debate with some knowledge,
and perhaps a little bit more knowledge than a lot of
members in this chamber.

The diversity of witnesses included relevant ministers,
the Chief Judge of the County Court, police and other
professionals. This is such a serious topic that I think
this chamber ought to treat this debate more seriously
than perhaps other debates we have had. In the
comments I made in my chairman’s foreword, I wrote
at the time:
There is no doubt that sexual attacks on individuals scar them
for life. It is apparent to the committee that victims/survivors
are further traumatised by the legal systems that are supposed
to protect them and incarcerate guilty offenders.

I went on to say:
There is no doubt that the majority of victims, of sexual
assault, are female and the majority of offenders are male.
This fact is supported by evidence gathered by the committee
within Australia and internationally.

One of the overriding factors in both reports — this is a
joint parliamentary committee and a lot of its members
as it was constituted at those times are still current
members of Parliament — was that we emphasised the
need for an integrated model for rehabilitating
prisoners. If governments of all persuasions spent more
money on rehabilitation programs for offenders in
prisons, we would have a better society.
I have had a look at the research and have not relied just
on the newspapers. The likelihood of an offender
repeating an offence is very high. All of the evidence
put forward by Ms Mikakos this morning indicates that,
particularly in relation to sexual offences, the
recidivism rate is high. Some research that I was able to
find from the Bureau of Justice Statistics of the United
States of America indicates that the rate of recidivism
for all crimes is very high. I do not want to bore
members with the statistics, they are available on the
Internet, but the United States is a Western society so it
is possible to draw some parallels between our society
and it. The evidence is that the majority of inmates in
US prisons are there as a result of third and fourth
offences.
Hon. Kaye Darveniza — What year?
Hon. ANDREW BRIDESON — It was 1994.
Unfortunately there is a paucity of statistical material
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on Australian prisons. Certainly both of those
parliamentary committee reports recommended that
more statistics be made available. I also want to make a
brief passing comment on something that Ms Mikakos
said in relation to electronic monitoring. I refer to a
report from the Australian Institute of Criminology that
other people have referred to. It is paper 254 in relation
to electronic monitoring in the criminal justice system.
The institute has looked at electronic monitoring in a
very fair and unbiased way. It has set out the
advantages and disadvantages of the use of these
devices, and it reports that one disadvantage of
electronic monitoring is the lack of incapacitation.
Electronic monitoring does not physically restrain a
person, and dangerous offenders are still able to offend
before authorities can intervene — in other words, it is
possible for somebody with one of those devices to still
reoffend. If the bill we are debating today passes and
only one person in our community is saved from having
been personally offended against, our legislation will
have been successful. That is a good test of a piece
legislation: if one person in the community is going to
be better off, then it is a good piece of legislation.
Another report from the Canadian Solicitor-General’s
Internet site of May 1999 reports that its research shows
that an electronic monitoring device had no effect on
recidivism — that is, the recidivism rates were
comparable for all other groups of prisoners it looked
at. It found there was:
… no evidence that EM has a more significant impact on
recidivism than the less intrusive, and less costly, correctional
measure of probation.

I am not convinced that electronic monitoring machines
are the answer to everything. There are many reports
available, such as the 1989 report on Society’s
Response to the Violent Offender by the Australian
Institute of Criminology, which states that recidivism
rates are high for a wide range of offences. Crime Facts
Info, another report referred to by Mrs Coote, refers to a
report titled Recidivism of Sexual Offenders: Rates, Risk
Factors and Treatment Efficacy. That indicates that
there is a very high rate of recidivism not only for
sexual crimes but for all crimes, particularly crimes
against women.
There is also a very good Department of Human
Services report of 2001 titled Recidivism among
Victorian Juvenile Justice Clients, which covers the
period 1997 to 2001. It shows there is a very high rate
of recidivism, particularly in sexually related crimes,
but a lot of sexually related crimes also have an element
of violence in them. I do not want to go into the
particular percentages, only to say that at least 50 per
cent of juvenile offenders will be recidivists. It comes
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back to the original point I made that governments need
to spend more money on rehabilitation programs.
Extended supervision orders are not automatic. They
can only be granted by a court. Very strict conditions
will apply to these orders, which may be appealed by
the prisoners, so there is a right of natural justice for
them. It is not automatic. The prisoner does his or her
time and they are on parole. If they are deemed by
experts to not be able to reintegrate back into society,
then they will have an extended supervision order
placed on them by the court. The way Ms Hirsh was
talking in her contribution was that all prisoners will get
those. That is not the case. The Director of Public
Prosecutions will have to apply to the court, and there is
a very rigid process to be followed, which is outlined in
the bill.
In the short time I have available I put the proposition
that the workings of the chamber could be enhanced by
the appointment of select committees. This would have
been a marvellous topic for a joint committee of all
members of Parliament, with Independent
representation, looking at the best ways of dealing with
the problem the opposition has put before the chamber
today. I encourage government leaders to have a look at
how this chamber could operate a little better because I
believe we would come up with much better legislation.
As a said earlier, a test of any bill of this Parliament is
whether the community will be better off. If this bill is
enacted — and I encourage all members to rethink their
party positions on this bill — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. B. W. Bishop) — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I am pleased to support the bill. I start from the position
of having listened to the contribution of Ms Mikakos as
the lead speaker for the government. I must say that her
contribution was even more vacuous than normal.
Although Ms Mikakos had 45 minutes in which to
make her contribution she failed to make the case.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — I take up
Mr Smith’s interjection. Ms Mikakos actually is in the
chamber. It is interesting that government members do
not know she is here. Ms Mikakos had 45 minutes to
make a contribution explaining why the government
will not support the proposed legislation, and failed to
do so. As lead speaker for the government she started
her contribution by attacking Mr Dalla-Riva. She then
went on to talk about Liberal Party preselections, which
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I found fascinating, because if any party in this chamber
has an issue with preselections it is the Labor Party. It
will have around 16 seats to accommodate the
24 members on its benches. The question for the Labor
Party is who will not be here after at the next election.
Will it be Mr Mitchell or Mr Hilton? Who will not be
here in the next Parliament? There are six ministers on
the front bench, and Mr Jennings puts his hand up as a
minister who perhaps will not be here after 2006. What
about Mr Theophanous and Ms Thomson? It was
surprising that Ms Mikakos opened her contribution by
talking about the issue of Liberal Party preselection
when in fact — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. B. W. Bishop) — Order! I suggest the member
goes back to the bill.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — Ms Mikakos in
her contribution raised the issue of crime statistics, and
Mr Viney spoke about police numbers. I fail to see how
either of those issues is relevant to the debate. It is a
distraction for Ms Mikakos to talk about crime
statistics.
One criticism Ms Mikakos made of the bill was the role
that the Director of Public Prosecutions (DPP) would
have as the applicant, in place of the Secretary of the
Department of Justice, for extended supervision orders
(ESOs). While Ms Mikakos says it is inappropriate for
the DPP to have this role, you have to look at the
function of the Secretary of the Department of Justice.
We need to look no further than the Mr Baldy case,
which goes back to the Serious Sex Offender
Monitoring Act that was put in place by the
government earlier this year specifically to deal with
the then pending release of Mr Baldy. It gave the power
to the Secretary of the Department of Justice to apply
for the ESO. What happened? Nothing. There was a
three-month delay between the passage of the
legislation and the eventual circumstances where the
offender consented to an ESO because the Secretary of
the Department of Justice failed to act. It is no wonder
that under the legislation being proposed by the Liberal
Party the power to seek these orders has been removed
from the secretary and placed with the DPP.
Another point Ms Mikakos made in her contribution, as
did other government members, was that there appear
to be drafting errors in the legislation. I will not go back
over the details of the circumstances surrounding that,
but I make the point that Ms Darveniza in her
contribution basically said that she will not vote for the
legislation because it has drafting errors. I put to
government members that if that is the principle they
apply — to vote against legislation that has drafting
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errors — then we would see time and again government
members defeating government legislation. How many
times has this government introduced into this house
legislation with drafting errors? We need to look no
further than the legislation that amended the very
structure of this Parliament, the constitutional
amendment legislation of 2003, which had to have
drafting errors corrected by way of house amendments
before the legislation could be passed.
Government members did not stand up then and vote
down that legislation because it contained drafting
errors, so it is hypocritical now for people like
Ms Darveniza and Ms Mikakos to say they are grounds
for not supporting the legislation. I also want to point
out that given Ms Mikakos phrased it in terms of
attention to detail, it was her government and
Attorney-General who forgot they had to appoint a new
chief justice when John Harber Phillips retired. The
Attorney-General forgot Justice Phillips was turning 70
and had to be replaced. It was only because this
government raced through effectively bridging
legislation that Victoria was able to have a chief justice.
Ms Mikakos and this government are in no position to
be talking about attention to detail on legal matters.
The essence of this legislation is that it extends the
provision of extended supervision orders from
offenders who are sex offenders to a broader category
of serious offenders. It is interesting on that basis that
the government has not made a case as to why that
should not take place. Mr Viney raised the issue of
recidivism among serious offenders who are not sex
offenders, but Mr Brideson made it clear in his
contribution to the debate that there are evident
examples that recidivism rates among serious offenders
who are not sex offenders are very high. It clear that the
government has not advanced a sound argument as to
why this legislation, which in principle extends the
basis of ESOs, should not be supported.
Mr Baxter made a very considered and worthwhile
contribution to this debate. He raised the point of the
role of a member of Parliament as a delegate versus a
representative. Should the Parliament act in the best
interests of the Victorian community or should it
respond to the loudest voice from any particular
pressure group at a particular point in time? It is
interesting that the government has accused the
opposition of advancing this legislation in response to
newspaper articles. The very same accusation can be
made about the government with respect to the Serious
Sex Offenders Monitoring Act which was passed
earlier this year. It was clearly a response to media
coverage both in print and on radio on the then-pending
release of Mr Baldly.
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This legislation and the serious sex offenders legislation
raise some very interesting principles of this
Parliament. The precedent goes back to the Community
Protection Act 1990 which was passed by the Cain
government in its dying days and amended by the
Kirner government in 1991. That was probably one of
the most abhorrent pieces of legislation this Parliament
has passed. It was abhorrent because the application of
that legislation was for one individual only — Garry
David. He was not a convicted sex offender. He was
convicted in 1982 of the attempted murder of three
people and he received a sentence of 14 years. By 1990
with remissions he was eligible for release. In response
to community pressure and media comment the Cain
government introduced the Community Protection Act
to keep Garry David in prison. He ultimately died in
prison in 1993 while subject to an order under the
Community Protection Act.
That was the first time legislation was brought to this
Parliament to put in place a regime to effectively punish
and incarcerate offenders after they had served the
sentence which had been handed down for their
principal crime. When that legislation passed through
this Parliament in 1990, it was very controversial. The
Liberal Party gave its members a conscience vote on it
and a number of its members voted against it. There
was considerable debate in the community about it
because at that point in time we accepted the principle
that once a person had served their custodial sentence
they would then be free to re-enter the community. The
passage of the Community Protection Act turned that
principle on its head. The fact that it applied to a single
individual only was also unprecedented for the
Parliament. In 1990 there was considerable debate
about whether that was the appropriate course of action
for the government to be taking.
The Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring Act of 2005
does not apply only to a single individual, but
nonetheless applies to people who have served their
custodial sentences. The act imposes on them
obligations on the basis of a possible future offence. It
has been a substantial leap for this Parliament to
consider imposing a penalty and restrictions on the
basis of offences people might commit rather than
offences they have actually committed. Having taken
the decision earlier this year to do that, with the passage
of the Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring Act, it stands
to reason that that legislation should apply to all serious
offenders and not merely those who are convicted of
sex offences. The restrictions which were placed on
Garry David in 1990 would not apply under the Serious
Sex Offenders Monitoring Act.
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Under the government’s legislation Garry David would
have been free to be released at the end of his custodial
sentence. The legislation that the Liberal Party has
proposed today is in principle a sensible extension of
the government’s legislation in that it should apply to
all serious offences and not merely sex offences. On
that basis I urge members to support the bill.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
thank honourable members for their contributions to
this important debate on the bill before the house. It is a
bill to which the Liberal Party has given great
consideration in the broader context of the community’s
expectations of what legislators should provide to the
community. We have heard debate on both sides in
relation to the merits or otherwise of the bill. We have
heard from the government members on issues relating
not to the principles of the bill but more about its
application and whether it would be suitable in its
current format. We make no apologies for the fact that
the bill is never going to be 100 per cent correct.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — As you have
heard in the debate, the government gives the
opposition no support.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — Members
opposite make pedantic comments about the bill. If they
think this bill is so bad, they should try bringing in a bill
without the support of all their public servants.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. B. W. Bishop) — Order! Members will address
their comments through the Chair.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — The reality is
it is an important bill that protects community values.
The community is getting sick and tired of finding
murderers, rapists and interstate paedophiles being
landed in Victoria and leaving Victorians without any
protection. An effect of government members opposing
this bill today is to allow interstate paedophiles like
Charles Alan Smith, who resides in our community
now, to do so without any level of protection for the
community. Government members are allowing people
who have served their time but who they know will
reoffend to be in the community. Today they will
oppose a bill that would provide protection for all
Victorians, and they should hang their heads in shame.
The Liberal Party is putting forward a bill that would
deliver community safety and protection for all in
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society. They have sat there today and brought up
irrelevant, minor issues on the bill. This is a bill about
community safety, and it reflects what the community
wants. Members opposite fail to understand that. They
will oppose this bill, and when they oppose it they will
be allowing convicted rapists, convicted murderers and
interstate paedophiles to continue to wander the streets
of Victoria without being subject to any supervision
order whatsoever. There is no extended supervision
order available for any of those classes of offenders.
Government members do not care about the concerns
Victorians have continued to raise. I implore the
government to support the bill, because it is about
supporting community protection against rapists,
murderers and armed robbers. It is about ensuring a
level of protection that Victorians have been used to
and would like to see continue. This is a very important
bill. I call upon all members, and certainly the
Independent members, to consider this bill seriously.
This is not a bill to be taken lightly. The community’s
expectations will be served poorly in the broader sense
if this bill is opposed. It will mean that the Labor Party
does not support the protection of the community.
Labor members would prefer to support rapists,
murderers and interstate paedophiles being allowed to
run around this state without providing any level of
protection for others in the community. That is a
demonstration of the lack of understanding the
government brings to this community. It is about time it
started holding up its head and reflecting the
community’s values and expectations.
The Liberal Party is about proper law and order. It is
not about law and order that is reflective of what is run
in the local daily newspapers. We are putting forward a
legitimate bill that is designed to protect the broader
community.
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Finally, I ask members opposite to absolutely support
this bill. Liberal Party members will support it, and we
are calling on government members to also do that. We
look forward to seeing whether they have the guts to
stand up for Victorians against rapists, murderers and
the like. They will not do that. They are out there
supporting the criminals, not the needs of Victorians. I
again ask all members to support the bill.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Baxter, Mr
Bishop, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr (Teller)
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.

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

Noes, 21
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr (Teller)
Hilton, Mr (Teller)
Hirsh, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
McQuilten, Mr

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

Pair
Hall, Mr

Theophanous, Mr

Motion negatived.
Sitting suspended 1.05 p.m. until 2.09 p.m.

Ms Mikakos — It’s badly drafted.

ABSENCE OF MINISTERS

Mr Smith — Very badly drafted!

Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I rise to
advise the house that for the rest of this week the
Minister for Sport and Recreation and Minister for
Commonwealth Games will be overseas on ministerial
business, as will the Minister for Energy Industries and
Minister for Resources.

Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — Members say
by interjection that it is badly drafted. If that is the case,
let them support the bill and move some amendments.
They sit there saying they oppose the bill because it
contains minor errors, but the fact is they fail to
understand the underlying principles. They fail to
understand that we are about protecting the broader
community. It is about time they woke up to Victorians.
People are sick and tired of the six years of spin and
rhetoric that we have heard from this government,
which is more committed to spending taxpayers money
than to listening to the community’s needs.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Public transport: WorkCover claims
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for
WorkCover and the TAC, Mr Lenders. I refer to recent
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reports of the 50 per cent increase in WorkCover claims
for tram drivers between 2001 and 2004 and a doubling
of stress claims for train drivers — and I note the
minister’s comment this morning that he intends to get
more WorkCover inspectors on trains to combat this
surge. The data is over a year old, and I wonder if the
minister could advise the Council when he first
discovered this information.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — I am delighted Mr Forwood is back. We
missed him in the four days he was away on his
Commonwealth Parliamentary Association trip. It is
good to have the opportunity at all times to talk on
these important issues of WorkCover and WorkSafe.
Clearly in any decent WorkCover scheme you have a
regime where you monitor claims where they are
occurring and where the trends are emerging, and you
specifically move in and deal with those particular
areas, as Mr Forwood well knows and is supportive of.
On the issue of stress and payouts to train and tram
drivers, obviously that is an issue of concern to the
government, as it is to the whole Parliament and the
community. The last thing we want in any workplace is
for people to be stressed. We want the workplaces to be
managed well, and we want these issues to be dealt
with. Obviously stress is a very complex issue and one
claims management needs to be particularly attentive to
and focused on at all times. Where there is a growing
number of claims or where the government has been
alerted to a particular area for whatever reason, the
response of WorkCover and WorkSafe is that we
obviously work with stakeholders in that area to try to
manage those things properly and get the proper
procedures and guidelines in place.
In response to Mr Forwood’s specific question as to
when I was first made aware of this, I cannot recall it
being drawn to my attention, specifically involving the
industry, until the media this morning. But I am
certainly conscious generally in government that stress
is an issue, particularly in the white-collar professions
more so than in the blue-collar professions. It is one
which I have been alerted to, and obviously as a
government we are working on strategies, but my
recollection is that the one in the media today was the
specific one that I have seen in this case that
Mr Forwood refers to.
Supplementary question
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — Could
the minister inform the house how he anticipates the
inspectors will combat the claims surge?
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Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — I will not comment on specific operational
matters, but in general terms clearly the whole idea of
WorkSafe inspectors looking at workplaces to check
these things out is firstly to see if best practice is being
followed. That is the standard thing in any workplace in
the state, whether it be in the public transport system or
any other. The role of an inspector is to see what is
happening. Secondly, one of the major reforms in the
cultural change and transformation of the WorkCover
organisation that has been sought by the government is
that it can actually offer advice.
One of the things we have heard from the industry
again and again is that it is fine to have black-letter laws
saying, ‘Thou shalt’, ‘Thou shalt’ and ‘Thou shalt’, but
we also want the WorkSafe regime to be one where if
an organisation says, ‘Has someone else experienced
this? What is best practice? How can we actually fix
this?’, advice can be sought from WorkSafe and advice
can be given; so it is both the positive aspects and
applying the law if need be as we go. I will certainly be
following this closely and welcome Mr Forwood’s
interest.

Consumer affairs: protection
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — My question is to the
Minister for Consumer Affairs. Will the minister advise
the house how the Bracks government is governing for
all Victorians and particularly what recent action has
been taken in the north of Victoria to ensure that
consumers are protected?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I thank the member for her question. I know
she is concerned to ensure that consumers are
adequately protected by consumer laws and by
Consumer Affairs Victoria. Members will be aware that
in the past we have conducted blitzes in regional and
rural Victoria in order to ensure that consumers right
across Victoria can be confident that they are being
treated appropriately and within the legal
responsibilities that they have as traders and service
providers. In fact over the last 12 months there have
been regional visits — Shepparton in September 2004,
Traralgon in December 2004, and Geelong and Ballarat
in March of this year. And only last week there was a
blitz in Echuca and surrounding areas. The exercise
extended to Kerang in the west and to Yarrawonga in
the east.
As I have indicated before, and it is important to realise,
this is not just a blitz that is about catching people out;
it is also a blitz about educating traders as to what their
responsibilities are and giving them every opportunity
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to comply with them. Along with the blitzes, traders
packs are handed out to traders, mainly around refunds
and lay-by responsibilities and what they can and
cannot do, to provide them with that kind of
information. I have to say that on the whole that
information is welcomed by traders, as they then
understand their obligations. But we are adamant about
cracking down on traders who are doing the wrong
thing. Through this blitz we have run a general blitz
looking at a range of areas — from motor car traders to
travel agents; trade measurement — inspectors have
been out; fundraising; credit; incorporated associations;
cooperatives; business names; fair trading; product
safety; and liquor licensing.
As a result of the inspections some of the areas raised
that are of some concern to us include pre-packed
items, like gas bottles, and the weight of those.
Consumer affairs will be following up on those issues.
There was also a level of non-compliance in relation to
motor car traders and proper record keeping. This is
particularly important when looking at used cars and
used car warranties. They will also be followed up on.
Consumer Affairs Victoria takes these blitzes very
seriously. They are often a way of indicating whether or
not there are spasmodic problems in areas or problems
that go across the boundaries of local governments.
They are an opportunity for us to keep an eye on
practices in the marketplace; to educate, which is also
important; and to make sure that people are complying.
The blitzes will continue. We are adamant as a
government about ensuring that consumers can be
confident that they are being treated properly by traders
and that Victoria remains a great place to raise a family.

Information and communications technology:
business master key project
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I direct my
question without notice to the Minister for Information
and Communication Technology, the Honourable
Marsha Thomson. I refer to the state government’s
policy to introduce a Victorian master key electronic
relationship and case management system that will
operate across all government departments at a cost of
some $6 million. I ask the minister: what is the current
status of the Victorian business master key project and
when will it be fully operational?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Information
and Communication Technology) — I thank the
honourable member for this question, although I have
to say that it is the responsibility of the Minister for
Small Business in the other place and that the business
master key is actually being run out of the Department
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of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development and
is not in fact my responsibility.
However, I do have an interest in this project, not only
because it was an initiative that came at a different time
but because it has a whole-of-government implication,
and because it has a whole-of-government implication I
am interested to monitor the success of the project. I
cannot tell you at this point exactly where the rollout of
that project is. Although I am not responsible for it, I
will be interested in the success of the rollout of that
project and the impact it will have as a
whole-of-government project.
Supplementary question
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I appreciate
the minister’s dilemma, but I recognise, as she said and
as I have also indicated in putting this question to her,
that it is very much a whole-of-government matter and
that she does actually have staff who are involved in the
process, because all government departments are to be
integrated as part of this system. I wonder if the
minister’s reluctance to provide a commitment to a date
on which the project will be fully operational is because
the Victorian business master key project is already
behind schedule — neither on time nor on budget.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Information
and Communication Technology) — As I have
indicated, the actual responsibility for the
implementation of this project lies not with my
department but with the Department of Innovation,
Industry and Regional Development and is coming out
of the small business portfolio. But can I say that this is
a very innovative project and is not one that has been
tried really anywhere else in government across
Australia. It is a unique project, because what it is
trying to do is to bring together those areas that
businesses connect to most regularly and most often
and to break down the barriers that connect them to
government, to make it seamless. I think this is
innovative, and with innovative projects there are issues
that arise. I cannot indicate whether the project is on
time. All I can say is that I am looking forward to the
outcomes of this project because — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.

Information and communications technology:
project upgrades
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — I refer my
question to the Minister for Information and
Communication Technology, the Honourable Marsha
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Thomson. Can the minister provide the house with
details on the progress of the Bracks government’s
aggregated telecommunications project and some of the
benefits that are flowing to the community?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Information
and Communication Technology) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. I am sure all
members will be interested in my response to this
question. They have heard me talk about the
telecommunications purchasing and management
strategy (TPAMS) and the rollout of our
telecommunications initiatives. As a result of the
aggregation of our purchasing power, we have been
able to and will reduce our costs by around
$200 million over five years whilst delivering
$100 million worth of telecommunications
infrastructure — at the expense of telecommunication
companies rather than at the expense of taxpayers.
Over the past few months departments have been
placing their orders under these new contracts and the
implementation of services is now occurring. In fact, I
am pleased to be able to say that because of the
diligence of the officers of the Parliament, one of the
first orders placed was in fact from the Parliament of
Victoria. As a consequence of that members of
Parliament — and I am pleased to be able to say all
members of the upper house and I have been advised
that all bar one I think in the lower house — have now
had their broadband upgrades from 64 kilobits to
512 kilobits. That is an eightfold increase in capacity,
and the Parliament of Victoria has been able to do that
without additional cost.
Upgrades are now occurring right across government.
The public benefits are also starting to flow. Optus is
rolling out $20 million worth of business grade digital
subscriber line services, which are already available in
Broadmeadows, Heidelberg, Sunshine, Thomastown,
Bacchus Marsh, Werribee, Ringwood, Oakleigh,
Ararat, Morwell, Traralgon, Warragul, Corio and
Moolap, just to name a few, and more services are
being rolled out as I speak, right across regional
Victoria.
Initially the infrastructure that Optus was rolling out
was only going to be offered to businesses. However,
with the services recently announced in Warragul,
Optus has made the decision that this service will also
be available to residents. Not only is government the
beneficiary of the telecommunications purchasing and
management strategy, but the Victorian community is
also the beneficiary of TPAMS. In the coming months
Telstra will start to roll out $6.5 million worth of
mobile broadband infrastructure throughout much of
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regional Victoria, and next year we will start to see the
flow-on benefits from the infrastructure upgrades by
Telstra to meet our government’s broadband services.
That is over $100 million worth of infrastructure. At the
moment there is a lot of debate about Telstra and the
provision of infrastructure. We are not talking it; we are
doing it.

Local government: property valuations
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I direct
my question without notice to the Minister for Local
Government. I refer to changes consequent to the
Living Murray agreement which have resulted in the
value of water entitlements not being included in capital
improvement valuations for rating purposes. I ask: what
action is the minister taking to ensure that municipal
budgets are not thrown into disarray by this policy
change?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
thank the member for his question. It is an important
issue and certainly one that I am taking very seriously
because it affects a number of shires that are
considering their options in the future in responding to
the changes in valuation which will occur as a result of
this policy change. I have also undertaken discussions
with the Municipal Association of Victoria, which is
also concerned about this issue, and as a result have
commissioned some work to endeavour to model what
the impacts might be and consider what the options
might be for shires and councils that are going to be
impacted by this.
The assumption is that councils are going to want to
deliver the same range of services and as a consequence
are going to need to raise the same amount of revenue
from their rate base. The question of how the rate
burden is redistributed after this policy change is a very
important question to be worked through carefully. I am
also doing that in collaboration with the government
minister responsible for water, the Deputy Premier,
John Thwaites, and the minister responsible for the
Valuer-General, the Attorney-General, Rob Hulls. It is
a question which the government has under active
consideration in terms of what we can do to ensure that
councils that are going to be affected by this are
assisted to work through the issues they are faced with
and also to ensure that people living in those areas are
able to continue to receive the services and
infrastructure which they expect.
Supplementary question
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I thank
the minister for that information. However, from the
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answer I can deduce that there is still a long way to go
before this issue is resolved, and I therefore ask:
bearing in mind that about 50 per cent of the
municipalities will be materially affected, will the
minister convene a conference of those councils with
the aim of ensuring that rating principles remain
consistent across the state?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
There is no proposal before the government at this time
to change rating principles in relation to either this
group of councils or councils in general across Victoria.
It is certainly the case that this policy change does have
the capacity to impact on a small number of councils,
which is why I am taking the issue very seriously. I am
at this time working through the Municipal Association
of Victoria, and I am certainly willing to also consider
views from individual councils that are affected. At this
stage my understanding is that it is their preference to
work as a group, and I am continuing to consider all the
options and to hear what they have to say before any
final decisions are made about this issue.

Housing: high-rise lifts
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — My question is
addressed to the Minister for Housing, Ms Broad. Can
the minister inform the house how the Bracks
government is governing for all Victorians and
rejuvenating public housing and improving tenants’
access to safe and secure housing?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing) — I thank the
member for her question and for her strong interest in
the government’s commitment to improve the quality
of services provided to Victorians who need access to
affordable housing. The Bracks government believes
every Victorian deserves access to a safe and
comfortable home. It is my pleasure to advise the house
that the Bracks government is rejuvenating public
housing in Victoria in a number of ways, including
through our new lift open-up project, which is about
improving the waiting times and the reliability of lift
services in our high-rise housing towers.
This project is a $27 million investment by the Bracks
government which has seen major improvements to the
lift systems on all 41 public housing towers in
Melbourne. That project will convert all lifts in public
housing high-rise buildings so that they stop at all
floors — something which members in this place might
take for granted, In the 1970s when these high-rise
towers were built they were put together with a very
unusual lift configuration where the lifts skipped floors,
so that one lift services odd-numbered floors and the
other lift services even-numbered floors. Obviously that
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results in delays and considerable inconvenience to
high-rise tenants, especially if one of the lifts is out of
service for maintenance which, as these buildings age,
happens more and more often. As members might
imagine, this has been an ongoing cause of concern to
residents for a long time. I am very pleased that the
Bracks government has listened to those concerns and
acted to fix the problem.
In addition to converting all these lifts, the project will
mean greater durability and improved lighting. There
will also be significant savings in energy use compared
to the old lifts which are being replaced. The new lifts
are designed to require less maintenance and be easier
to clean. Most importantly, tenants will now find that
the waiting times for lifts have been reduced by almost
half. There are more than 7000 homes in our high-rise
towers in Melbourne. I am pleased to say that the final
high-rise lift conversions under this initiative are in
Sutton Street in North Melbourne and Neil Street in
Carlton — in Ms Romanes’s electorate.
Under the Bracks government tenants’ voices are being
heard more and more. This revitalisation of public
housing properties will result in more convenient and
reliable lifts for tenants. The government is spending
about $70 million each year upgrading Victoria’s
high-rise towers — an investment designed to deliver
greater security for residents, more comfortable units
and more modern infrastructure. This is a massive boost
in investment compared to the miserly $7 million spent
by the former government in the whole seven years it
was in government. For its part, the Bracks government
will continue to govern for all Victorians with very
practical measures to ensure that Victoria’s public
housing tenants have safe, decent and reliable homes.

Building industry: consumer protection
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — My
question is to the Minister for Consumer Affairs, the
Honourable Marsha Thomson. It is in regard to related
domestic building companies Glenvill Pty Ltd and
Prentice Homes Pty Ltd. As the minister would be
aware, Building Advice and Conciliation Victoria has a
sorry record of dealing with these companies. The
minister is probably also aware that the Building
Commission has 42 charges pending against these
builders for numerous breaches of the Building Act. I
ask: for the better protection of consumers against these
builders, when will the minister formally request the
Building Practitioners Board to suspend their licences?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I thank the honourable member for his
question and the fact that he is raising a matter of
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concern to consumers. This is the area where
consumers would spend the largest amount of money
for a single item. We are continually reminding
consumers that before they build or renovate we have
put out a builders and renovators guide which has some
really helpful hints about the sorts of questions you
should ask and the things you need to look at and into
before you undertake major renovation or building
works.
Consumer Affairs Victoria is very serious about
pursuing the rights of consumers in relation to building.
We will crack down on builders who are unregistered.
The Building Control Commission has responsibility
for registered builders and ensuring they are doing the
right thing and meeting their requirements and the
standards required by it. That is a responsibility of the
Minister for Planning — he is responsible for ensuring
that the Building Control Commission meets its
requirements.
We are keen to ensure that builders who are doing the
wrong thing are taken to account and made to answer
for that. However, we are also conscious that we need
to have proper and appropriate evidence to do that — it
would be foolish to act without proper and appropriate
evidence. I do not have any details in relation to the two
building companies the member has raised today and
where that may or may not be at. However, I can assure
the member that we take very seriously the requirement
of builders to provide proper services to consumers and
to meet their requirements under the act.
Supplementary question
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — The
minister has done a lot of waffling spin. The Minister
for Consumer Affairs is responsible for protecting
consumers and here she knows about two builders who
put consumers at great risk. Why is the minister not
acting? Why is she not taking this issue to the Building
Practitioners Board to get these people suspended? She
has a responsibility to make consumers aware of these
people and she is failing in that responsibility. Why
does the minister not take the matter to the board and
get a resolution?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — Matters can be taken directly to the
Building Practitioners Board. As I indicated, I do not
have responsibility for that body — it is the
responsibility of the Minister for Planning. However, I
do have responsibility for Building Advice and
Conciliation Victoria. In 2003–04 it received
1630 written complaints, and 55 per cent of disputes
were resolved in conciliation. Over $600 000 was able
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to be returned to consumers as a matter of redress for
issues that were brought to Building Advice and
Conciliation Victoria. We take very seriously — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.

WorkSafe: security industry guide
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — My question is to
the Minister for WorkCover and the TAC, Mr Lenders.
Can the minister advise the house of how the Bracks
government is governing for all Victorians and outline
any new initiatives that will improve workplace health
and safety in the security industry?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — I thank Mr Eren for his question and his
ongoing interest in worker safety and best practice in
worker safety. As the house would know, the security
industry is a high-risk industry. By definition, when you
have people driving around the state delivering money
to shopping centres and automatic teller machines and
collecting money from automatic teller machines and
the like there is a high risk. There are a lot of people in
the community who wish to get access to that money
and sometimes they will break the law and be
absolutely ruthless about it. This is a dangerous
industry.
Instances like the one when a security guard named
Erwin Kastenberger was shot in cold blood bring to our
attention the need for state-of-the-art laws and best
possible procedures in the industry so that does not
happen again, or the chances of it are absolutely
minimised. We just have to think back to what
happened this year at the North Blackburn Shopping
Centre to know that this is not just an academic exercise
but a very important thing affecting the lives of real
people.
WorkSafe has asked how it can sit down with people in
this field to make their workplaces safer. It is not just
the carrying of cash, it is also the normal things in a
workplace. The carrying around of cash is a particularly
stressful occupation. This morning I had the great
pleasure of launching a guide to managing occupational
health and safety in the cash-in-transit industry. I
launched that with Acting Deputy Commissioner of
Police Leigh Gassner and my good friend Bill Noonan,
secretary of the Transport Workers Union. Also there
were representatives of the four banks, Armaguard and
the other companies that do this work. These guidelines
essentially get the people who deal with this on a
day-to-day basis to get together and offer advice to each
other on how to minimise risk in this industry.
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Whether it be an automatic teller machine in a place
where it is not particularly safe for people to carry cash,
whether it be obvious things like going down dark lanes
or unlit areas, whether it be where you locate an
automatic teller machine, or whether it be ways and
means that you can safely convey cash up and down
and the design of the trucks — in all these areas there is
no-one better to make an informed decision on this than
the practitioners. What has been great in this industry is
that employers, employees and their representatives are
not standing with their arms back, pointing fingers at
each other and accusing each other of things. They are
sitting down and working to get a common outcome.
You can have the police, the transport workers union
and major employers all signing up to the one
document that says, ‘If we all follow this practice, these
workplaces are going to be safer’. It was a delight to be
part of that process.
This guide is a very good guide and, like most things
we seek to do out of WorkSafe, brings in best practice.
It is not just enough for a state to have black-letter laws
saying, ‘Thou shalt’, or ‘shalt not’. It is far more
important to try to have the right procedures and the
right advice in place. The examples that have worked to
make things efficient and safe are what we are looking
for. This process brings out the best, so through it we
are bringing down injuries and fatalities in the
workplace. We can only do that by goodwill. When that
does not work, you need to have strong laws behind it.
First and foremost we want to be able to show
guidance; we want to be able to do it.
This morning was a great delight. I am happy to be able
to say to Mr Eren that this is an example of people
working together in the workplace. I hope it makes it a
much safer workplace so workers can leave their
workplace and go home to a safe environment. That is
the best sort of Victoria we can have.

Dental services: waiting lists
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — I direct my
question without notice to the Minister for Aged Care,
Mr Jennings. I refer to his responsibility for senior
Victorians and their wellbeing. Can the minister inform
the house what is the average waiting time for dentures
at public dental services in Victoria?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Aged Care) — If I
were the Minister for Health I might have those
statistics immediately available to me, because, as
Mr Davis would well and truly know, that is the
ministerial responsibility of my colleague the Minister
for Health in the other place. But as Mr Davis also
knows, I do play a role in trying to provide support and
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encouragement to all my colleagues, including the
Minister for Health, in trying to improve the service
delivery to older members of the Victorian community,
as indeed is the role I play in relation to my other
responsibility in relation to the Aboriginal community. I
see part of my responsibilities as trying to advocate for
better service delivery and responsiveness to the needs
of either older people or Aboriginal people in relation to
the provision of all services.
I am acutely interested in this question. I am acutely
interested in any reforms the government can undertake
to try to reduce those waiting times. That is why I was
very happy to support the Bracks government’s reforms
to concession arrangements which were introduced not
in the most recent budget but in the budget before and
which introduced 131 000 additional treatments to older
members of the community — pensioners — to try to
address those waiting lists. That is why I have on a
number of occasions, as Mr Davis well and truly
knows, through my own programs within aged care and
home and community care, identified additional funds
that would be provided to assist in the provision of
dentures or other services to older members of the
community. I am acutely interested within my
responsibility of adding to the effort of the Minister for
Health and the programs she is responsible for to
reduce those waiting times.
I cannot provide the member with average waiting
times, as he probably would have anticipated, because
it is not my responsibility, but at every turn — —
Hon. D. McL. Davis — On a point of order,
President, the minister indicates that it is not his
responsibility to work through the waiting times for
dentures for public dental patients, but — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! What is the member’s
point of order?
Hon. D. McL. Davis — But indeed on this point of
order, I want to indicate that the minister in press
releases has indicated matters about waiting times. On
2 June — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is not a point of
order. What is the point of order?
Hon. D. McL. Davis — My point is — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member should
not argue it or debate it, but raise his point of order.
Hon. D. McL. Davis — My point is that the
minister does have a responsibility for this area unlike

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
846

COUNCIL

what he has indicated to the house now. I can
demonstrate that in particular by — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member should
not be demonstrating, he should be raising his point of
order.
Hon. D. McL. Davis — I am — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member has
raised a point of order indicating that the minister is
responsible for the issue. The minister has indicated to
the house that he is not responsible for it, and that is
where the matter will end because previously it has
been ruled that the minister is not obliged to answer a
question. The minister has responded to the question
saying he is not responsible. There is no point of order
because he has answered the question.
Hon. D. McL. Davis — On a further point of order,
President, the minister has indicated to the house today
that he is not responsible for dental waiting lists, but he
has indicated different things on earlier occasions. If
there has been some change in his responsibility, I will
be interested to hear that.
Mr JENNINGS — On the point of order, President,
as Mr Davis knows, and the house knows, I have
clearly responded to his question, both in terms of the
substantive issue about whether I am responsible and
indeed the context of actions I may have taken to
augment the work and the responsibility of my
ministerial colleague. Mr Davis has said in his point of
order that I have indicated to the house that I am
responsible for that matter. That assertion is incorrect
and he knows it to be incorrect.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have given a ruling.
The minister has said he is not responsible for that area,
and is that the end of it. Has the minister completed his
answer?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
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We will deliver … on time and on budget, and we will go
down the path of making this important dental reform. This is
very important. We will make this a promise.

The fact is that 28 months is the average waiting time
for dentures in Victoria. Twenty-eight months is too
long. It is cruel, it is harsh, and I ask the minister when
he is going to act in his responsibility area to fix it?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Aged Care) — The
ludicrous proposition that has been put by Mr Davis to
the chamber is that I have shirked my responsibility in
relation to this matter. I have not, and he knows that I
have not because I was indicating in my substantive
answer to his first question that it was beyond my
responsibility. I have provided funds to assist the work
of my ministerial colleague and her department, which
is responsible for this matter, because fundamentally I
acknowledge the issue, given the fact that the
commonwealth government deserted the field of dental
care, deserted its constitutional responsibility, and
ripped over $35 million out of dental care in the state of
Victoria a number of years ago — $35 million and
more was taken out by the commonwealth government.
We have been trying to play catch up ever since. I have
indicated in my answer that wherever I can identify
additional funds, I will support the work of my
colleague to deliver these important services to older
members of the community.

Children: WorkSafe KIDS
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) — My
question is to the Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC. Can the minister advise the house of any
programs that increase awareness of safety amongst
children and how the Bracks government is governing
for all Victorians?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — I thank Mrs Buckingham for her question and
her particular interest in safety among children and
importantly her interest in children across the whole
state.

Supplementary question
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — The minister,
like other ministers in this house, does not want to take
full responsibility. The reality is that on earlier
occasions he has indicated to the house that he is
responsible. He has indicated that he has approved
funds for these areas. He has referred in news releases
to dental waiting lists, and yet now he says to the house
that he is not responsible. It is very interesting to look at
his response to the house on 11 June 2003 where he is
reported as saying:

One of the great joys of being Minister for WorkCover
and the TAC is that you can play a role in changing
community attitudes. It is amazing that those opposite
are obviously far more focused on the answer to when
their leader, after 335 days, will come up with a
solution than on an important answer to
Mrs Buckingham’s question on WorkCover. I
understand their anxiety that their leader has taken
335 days to come to an answer on this important issue,
but I will continue my answer.
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Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, on relevance I ask you to invite the minister
to get back to answering the question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not uphold the
point of order, but I ask the minister to be responsive to
the question asked.
Mr LENDERS — I am delighted to talk about
childlike behaviour in response to Mrs Buckingham’s
question. I refer in particular to an organisation called
WorkSafe KIDS. This organisation is based in Ballarat
and seeks to go out to all Victorian schools to set up
safety clubs. Safety clubs in schools are very good. I
have had the privilege to go to a primary school in
Morwell and see a safety club in action and also to a
primary school in Port Fairy to see a safety club in
action. I have seen them in action in the east and the
west of the state.
What is amazing about WorkSafe KIDS is that it goes
into schools and engages children in these safety clubs.
Those of us who are former teachers — and
Ms Carbines is nodding in recognition of her role as a
former teacher, although she was a secondary
teacher — know that to engage students on issues of
safety is an important achievement. WorkSafe KIDS
engages these students in what they can do to make
their schools safer with a view that that may then
extend to what they do in their homes and what they do,
most importantly, when they enter the work force in
some years time. It is enlightening to see these groups
of students with butchers paper in a schoolroom talking
of things like hidden corners where kids may trip and
solving dilemmas — for example, if there is a faulty
chair or a puddle on the floor, how they prioritise to fix
things and where do they go to an adult for advice, and
so on.
The important thing is that in the school we are getting
safe practices which, if translated into the home and the
work force, will make Victoria and Australia a much
safer community and avoid injuries. Whether it be
avoiding hazards in the school ground, whether it
translates into hazards in the kitchen or hazards in a
workplace, if we can achieve that we will have even
less industrial deaths and even less serious injuries.
Many members of the opposition are fascinated by the
figure of 335 and what their leader in the other place is
doing, but they should pay heed not to their leader but
to Simon Ramsay, the president of the Victorian
Farmers Federation, who regards these matters as very
important. He is quoted on the VFF web site as saying
that 30 children die on farms annually, with around 600
being hospitalised and many more treated at emergency
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departments and doctors’ surgeries. He also talks about
children aged from 0 to 4 years. He is probably talking
about the whole country here, but I have taken it from
the web site.
The VFF shares the view that this is a very important
issue. The important thing here is whether it is the
children’s safety clubs, WorkSafe KIDS or the VFF,
we all share the view that we need to be getting good
behaviour in place and encouraging children to be safe,
because if we can do that, they will be safe in their
schools, their homes and their workplaces and that will
be a good outcome for Victoria and a guarantee that
will make Victoria a safer place to raise a family.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 1027,
1807, 2197, 2207, 4696–98, 4700, 4701, 4704, 4724,
4725, 4749, 4751–53, 4757, 4902, 5042–44, 5050,
5197–99, 5204, 5205, 5243, 5265, 5266, 5289.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — President,
in the absence of the Minister for Energy Industries, I
advise that two questions in my name directed to the
Minister for Education Services in the other place will
be 12 months old on Friday. I refer to questions 3196
and 3197.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Has the honourable
member written to the appropriate minister?
Hon. D. K. DRUM — Yes.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I take
Mr Drum’s questions on board. I assure him that before
they departed both Minister Theophanous and Minister
Madden asked me specifically to chase their questions
on notice. I am very hopeful that in the next few days a
number of questions on notice will be available for
Mr Drum. Both of those ministers are cognisant of the
issue, and I will be chasing those questions for
Mr Drum on their behalf.
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ROYAL VICTORIAN INSTITUTE FOR THE
BLIND AND OTHER AGENCIES
(MERGER) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Sport and Recreation) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill will give full effect to the recent merging of three
charitable agencies supporting the blind and vision impaired
into a new combined agency. The merger took effect on
6 July 2004 and the property and undertakings of the three
agencies were vested, under a scheme of arrangement
approved by the Federal Court, in the combined agency,
RBS.RVIB.VAF Ltd, a public company limited by guarantee.
The solicitors acting for the combined agency have requested
this bill to ensure that the benefits of any bequests, gifts,
dispositions or trusts created or granted since 6 July 2004 in
favour of any of the merged agencies will not fail but will be
treated as bequests, gifts, dispositions and trusts in favour of
the combined agency.
Legislation is necessary to achieve that result. While the
scheme of arrangement provided for the vesting in the
combined agency of all existing property, including trusts, of
the three agencies, the scheme could not operate to ensure that
future gifts expressed to be in favour of any of the merged
agencies would be treated as gifts in favour of the combined
agency. Such gifts would fail without legislation to provide
that they take effect as gifts to the combined agency.
The three merged agencies each had a long and distinguished
history of providing services to the blind and the vision
impaired in the community. The combined agency is
continuing the delivery of those services but with increased
resources and an ability to improve the existing services and
broaden the charitable services provided.
The merged agencies relied heavily on fundraising, volunteer
work and bequests, gifts, dispositions and trust funds. It is
very important that the income stream continues and grows to
enable the combined agency to build on the benefits of the
merger.
This bill will ensure that no bequests or other gifts or trusts
are lost to the combined agency merely because they were
made in favour of one of the former agencies and not in the
name of the combined agency.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham).
Debate adjourned until next day.
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RADIATION BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 September; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Aged Care).
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — I am pleased
to make a contribution to the Radiation Bill. This is a
very important bill that rewrites the radiation
protections and arrangements in this state in line with
national changes and it is a process that has been a long
time in gestation. I make the point that this process
began in the late 1990s when the Kennett government
was still in power and after a series of national meetings
and the so-called National Directory for Radiation
Protection was agreed to in 2001 by the Australian
Health Ministers Council. I note the department
produced a discussion paper in December 2003 on
these issues on radiation safety. Essentially radiation
safety today is governed through sections 108AA to
108AK of the Health Act 1958. The changes to this
new set of provisions — the licensing, testing,
approving and enforcement provisions — replace those
provisions in section 108 of the Health Act. They set up
these arrangements for testing, licensing, compliance
and enforcement in this state in a way that is consistent
with the direction of national changes. There is some
great complexity in this bill. The opposition has some
reservations while supporting the general direction of
the bill. The opposition will not oppose the bill, but
places on record some concerns and issues about the
implementation of certain aspects.
The bill is complex and tries for the first time to set up a
comprehensive and integrated approach to radiation
control. I make the point that the bill defines a radiation
source as radioactive material, a radioactive apparatus
or a sealed source apparatus. The bill importantly deals
with both ionising and non-ionising radiation.
In this sense there is an issue with the breadth of the
bill. It appears to me to be broader than the current
approach, and there are issues around that. In my view
it gives the secretary of the department and his officers
greater powers than they have now. Those powers can
be used not only for positive purposes but can also be
misused at some point in the future. In indicating that
the opposition is not opposing the bill and supports the
general direction involved in it, we sound a cautionary
note about the future uses of the powers that are placed
in the secretary’s hands in particular. Those powers can
be used for good or ill. They can be used to protect the
public, as they are intended to do, and in some
situations will be a significant improvement. It is also
possible that these powers can be used to build up a
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regulatory apparatus that can become unnecessarily
intrusive, and I caution the government to think through
the implementation of some aspects of this bill.
I thank the minister and the bureaucrats for the detail of
the briefing we received on the bill and the frankness
with which it was provided. A point discussed in the
briefing was the extension of these powers to
non-ionising radiation. It would be possible to include
every light source and every radiation source — the
whole gamut — in the bill, but that would be overly
intrusive. Obviously a line needs to be drawn, and that
line may need to be re-evaluated from time to time and
moved sensibly. It is important that the department, the
secretary and the minister keep an eye on the regulatory
burden involved with this bill and other such licensing
and regulation regimes.
The relevant machinery for the implementation of this
licensing and regulation regime is contained at page 17
of the bill. It provides that users of prescribed radiation
sources — that is, machines and so forth — must be
licensed and be subject to a series of inspections and
testing mechanisms. A management licence is available
for those who conduct the radiation in a practice
specified by that licence. I note there are issues
surrounding nuclear radiation, and certainly this bill
will more clearly and comprehensively provide an
arrangement for those specialists in nuclear medicine,
who will be brought in more clearly than is currently
the case under the Health Act.
I noted comments at the briefing that related to the
government’s review of health practitioner registration.
We will be interested to see what finally comes forth
from the government in that area. I know it is a point of
contention with a number of the professions that are
currently registered. The Liberal Party made it clear last
year that it is opposed to the creation of a super-board. I
think we had a significant role in forcing the
government to rethink its foreshadowed intention to
create a super-board for health practitioner registration.
My point at the time was that that registration system
would have simply created an additional layer. I still
have a fear that the government will introduce a weaker
version of that with some sort of disciplinary tribunal or
other over the top of individual registration boards.
Certainly what I am hearing around the traps, because
there are no officially available documents on these
health practitioner registration proposals of the
government, is that the government intends to create
some sort of arrangements that will scoop up the boards
in some way. I will be very interested to see what
finally comes out. I make the point that the government
has a duty to the community and to registered health
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professionals to ensure there is proper public exposure
of its ideas and its bill. The bill should not be dealt with
in a two-week cycle by being dumped in the lower
house on a Thursday afternoon and the thing is cooking
through two weeks later. That is not sufficient time for
a thorough public examination. I put the minister and
the department on notice that if they try that trick not
only the opposition but others will be very unhappy
about that approach.
Having said that, I believe there are opportunities with
the review of health practitioner registration to get a
better outcome. The decision of the department and the
minister to make some changes to the draft version of
the bill and incorporate the full list of health practitioner
registration boards in the section of the bill that enables
the secretary to pass information about radiation safety
and matters pursuant to the Radiation Bill to the
relevant registration boards is appropriate. There are
obvious reasons for that. I am not sure it was necessary
to make a whole series of changes, but nonetheless it
seems to me to be a modest bit of tidying up.
With complex bills there is a need for a period of time
that is sufficient for the opposition, and indeed relevant
groups in the community, to work their way through
them. That was a very tight time line with this bill, and
I do not in any way hold the bureaucrats responsible for
that. At the end of the day the ministers should be
implementing a better process, with longer time cycles,
so that these large and important bills are able to be
fully examined by the community. Through that
process we will get better legislation. The current time
cycles are so short that it is difficult for the opposition
to fully consult with every stakeholder group. In the
case of this legislation there are literally hundreds, if not
thousands, of relevant stakeholder groups — not
individuals but groups — from the various
health-related groups that use radiation through to
industry groups.
This bill has been introduced as a health bill and
correctly has many impacts on industry as it has on the
functioning of the health system. There has been
insufficient opportunity for an examination of the
impact it will have on industry. The wide use of
radiation for industrial processes is something which
many people in the community do not fully
understand — its importance in manufacturing
processes, its importance in packaging and its
importance in a whole range of other areas — and
which makes one wary of the impact of this bill. There
has been some discussion among opposition backbench
members about this, but I note that the bill applies to
radiation facilities — that is, facilities that are
prescribed by the regulations to be radiation facilities.
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I note that the bill does not include those facilities that
would be listed in the Nuclear Activities (Prohibitions)
Act 1983. In that sense the government has sidestepped
many of the issues surrounding the potential
consideration of nuclear power in this state. I know that
would be a contentious point, but it is something that is
counted out by the way the bill is presented.
Before I move on I wish to make one or two other
points. It is the case that in the review paper of 2003 the
situation with regard to the disposal of radioactive
substances was canvassed. It is discussed at point 3.6
on page 21 of that paper. It is something that concerns
most Victorians. It says:
Uncontrolled disposal of radioactive substances has the
potential to endanger public health and the environment. It is
necessary to manage radioactive wastes in ways that ensure
the risks associated with their disposal remain acceptably low.

The Health Act regulates that, and in that sense the new
bill will replace those aspects. The regulations state:
… persons responsible for disposal of radioactive wastes
must not release the wastes in such a manner as to cause any
person to receive a dose in excess of the dose limits —

which are scheduled. There are some issues with
dosages. The truth is over time acceptable dosages have
come down for users of radiation and for members of
the public. Those doses that are listed and scheduled
should not be seen as fixed in stone. As equipment and
so forth improve there has to be capacity to strike a new
balance which will lead to lower allowable dose limits
for the public and those in the industry or users in some
manner. The truth is that even on a therapeutic level the
doses are becoming lower as targeting gets better and
the collimation of devices, the protective cases and
coats are progressively becoming more able to properly
protect users and the public. I believe there is scope for
the Victorian community to set some lead in that area in
a sensible way that fits with national frameworks.
I note also the radiation protection principle that is
established in part 2 of this bill. This principle guides
the implementation of the act and the secretary’s
activities. It is worth reading clause 7 formally into
Hansard:
The Radiation Protection Principle is the principle that
persons and the environment should be protected from
unnecessary exposure to radiation through the processes of
justification, limitation and optimisation where —
(a) justification involves assessing whether the benefits of a
radiation practice or the use of a radiation source
outweigh the detriment;
(b) limitation involves setting radiation dose limits, or
imposing other measures, so that the health risks to any
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person or the risk to the environment exposed to
radiation are below levels considered unacceptable;
(c) optimisation —
(i)

in relation to the conduct of a radiation practice, or
the use of a radiation source, that may expose a
person or the environment to ionising radiation,
means keeping —
(A) the magnitude of individual doses of, or the
number of people that may be exposed to,
ionising radiation; or
(B) if the magnitude of individual doses, or the
number of people that may be exposed, is
uncertain, the likelihood of incurring
exposures of ionising radiation —
as low as reasonably achievable taking into account
economic, social and environmental factors;

(ii) in relation to the conduct of a radiation practice, or
the use of a radiation source, that may expose a
person or the environment to non-ionising
radiation, equates to cost-effectiveness.

I also note what clause 8 says about the interpretation of
this principle:
In interpreting a provision of this Act or the regulations,
a construction that would promote the Radiation
Protection Principle is to be preferred to a construction
that would not promote the Radiation Protection
Principle.

That is very important. The basic purpose of the bill
within which that principle stands, as stated in clause 1,
is:
… to protect the health and safety of persons and the
environment from the harmful effects of radiation.

The good side of this bill is that there is a certain clarity
and comprehensiveness of approach and understanding
that there are balances to be struck. They are overt
balances and they should be struck in the light of that
radiation protection principle. This clarity is a valuable
addition. Victoria is somewhat ahead of the other states.
I asked the ministerial advisers for some sort of
tabulation of where the other states are in this process,
but I am not sure I got a clear understanding of that. My
piecing together of information leads me to conclude
that we are in a reasonably forward position. That is as
it should be. Industry needs to understand some of these
changes more clearly. The industry associations with
which I have had contact on this bill seemed to not be
fully aware of the scope and potential impact. I sound
that as a note of caution.
The bill deals with compensation and recovery of costs
in clause 132 for environmental and other damage. I
have mentioned the changes the bill will bring in terms
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of stronger licence provision for medical radiation
technologists which includes diagnostic and therapeutic
radiographers and nuclear medicine technologists.
I note the issues around facility construction in this bill.
The facility construction licence is laid out in the bill.
There is a requirement that certain information be given
to the secretary. This, I understand, is intended to apply
to larger facilities, although it was not quite clear to me
that that was sharp enough.
The point I make is that this is a sensible regime for
very large facilities. The synchrotron was the example
discussed, and I am not sure how the government’s
synchrotron project would have fitted into these
provisions. I imagine there was already a process in
place with the synchrotron. It is an important facility for
Victoria but a facility where the government’s
processes and costing seem to have gone astray. It is
probably a copybook example of how not to run a
major project, and it is yet another major project in this
state that has not been managed well or brought in on
time or on budget.
Mr Pullen interjected.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — You know that to be true,
Mr Pullen. You would support the synchrotron, I have
no doubt, but you would not support the blow-out in
costs and you would not support the delay in the — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. Andrew
Brideson) — Order! Members will address their
remarks through the Chair.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I am sure Mr Pullen and
others in the chamber would not support the blow-out
in costs or the delays with the synchrotron or other
major projects. The secretary also has a power under
this bill to declare that certain materials and apparatus
are not radiation sources where they are satisfied that
the apparatus or devices do not pose a significant risk to
the safety of any person or the environment. This in a
sense goes to the issue of the regulatory burden that I
referred to earlier. An issue is that smoke detectors, for
example, could be classified as radiation devices but it
would seem cumbersome to force every householder in
the state who has a smoke detector to have it licensed.
There are other examples of minor or peripheral uses of
very low-level ionising radiation for which licensing
would be too cumbersome, but equally under these
sections the secretary could declare the apparatus not a
radiation source within the terms of the act.
It is also important to draw the house’s attention to the
comments by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee in its Alert Digest No. 10 of 2005. Aside
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from the committee getting the name of the minister
who introduced the bill and his responsibilities
wrong — that is a small matter — the committee made
a number of comments relating to clauses 21, 22 and 23
at page 12 of the report. It said:
[21]. It is an offence for a management licence holder to
knowingly, recklessly or negligently abandon a radiation
source that is in their possession.
[22]. It is an offence for a person, when conducting a
radiation practice, to knowingly, recklessly or negligently
cause another person to receive a radiation dose that is greater
than the dose limit that is prescribed.
Subclause (2) makes it an offence for a person, when using a
radiation source, to knowingly, recklessly or negligently,
cause another person to receive a radiation dose that is greater
than the dose limit that is prescribed.
[23]. It is an offence for a person to knowingly, recklessly or
negligently cause serious harm to the environment when
conducting a radiation practice in relation to a radiation
source.
Subclause (2) makes it an offence for a person to knowingly,
recklessly or negligently cause serious harm to the
environment when using a radiation source.

The committee commented on this — and it is
important that it did make that comment, although I
could make some comments myself about its approach
to this. It said:
The committee notes that sections 21, 22 and 23 will permit
an indictable offence to be proven against a person on the
basis of negligence. The committee notes that in the ordinary
course the prosecution is required to prove intent as an
element of the offence. Intent is made out as an element
where the person knew or was reckless to the consequences
of his actions. The proof of negligence is a lower threshold
test for the prosecution to meet in proving the necessary
elements of the offence.
The committee also notes the strict liability offence provided
in section 115 concerning tampering with radiation source
seals without a reasonable excuse.

The committee then went on to editorialise a little,
perhaps beyond its brief. It said:
The committee accepts that the subject matter of the sections
and the licensing regime introduced by the act with its clear
objective to protect the health and safety of persons and the
environment make these provisions justifiable or necessary.

I do not think it is the role of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee to pass judgments in that way.
The role of the committee is to draw these important
matters to the attention of the Parliament, as it has done
here very well, but not to editorialise as it has in that
last paragraph and to make essentially a political point.
The role of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee is to bring things to the notice of the
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Parliament. Where there is an impact on individual
freedoms or normal arrangements its role is to make
members of Parliament and the community aware of
that. In my view its role is not to indicate that such a
trespass on normal rights is acceptable. That ultimately
is a political judgment to be made in this place and the
other place by the community rather than by the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee. However,
I do thank the committee for bringing to my attention
those clauses and the fact that the use of negligence as a
standard here is novel. It is a matter that the minister
might like to reflect on. It is not my intention to take
this bill into a committee stage, but in his summing up
on this bill the minister might wish to reflect on
whether the government views the standard of
negligence as sufficient in that context.

public good. There are lots of other issues on which this
balance has been struck. The beauty of this bill is that
the balance is made overt, and I think that is a helpful
point of clarity. Other public issues I have dealt with in
the last week or so that require this striking of a balance
between the public good and public health, in the broad
sense of that word, and individual rights are issues like
fluoridation. There is every reason to support the
fluoridation of water supplies, but obviously individual
rights issues are involved because people are forced to
consume water containing fluoride or to go to
enormous trouble to defluoridate their water. That
having been said, the community across Victoria has
largely decided that the balance should be struck in the
way it has because the gains in community health — in
this case, dental health — are very substantial.

I also want to place on the record a number of other
points and refer to correspondence that was sent to the
opposition which reinforces an earlier point that I made.
It makes a point about the potential for a wide spread of
the secretary of the department’s powers with respect to
non-ionising radiation.

The opposition strongly supports that stance for public
health intervention so that the whole community gets
the benefit of fluoridating rather than individuals having
to take fluoride independently. Certainly there are a
number of spots around the state, such as Geelong and
Ballarat and some smaller areas of the state, where
there is no fluoridation. We strongly encourage those
towns and their water authorities to work with their
local communities to get fluoridation introduced into
town water supplies. It is a very important step to take,
and we owe it to our children. The arguments that are
sometimes mounted against the fluoridation of water
are weak. It is true that some loss of individual liberty is
involved, but I believe it is a cost worth wearing. At the
same time the evidence that there are ill-health effects is
extremely weak and very unconvincing to me. As
recently as in the last two weeks a number of people
have tried to put cases to me that I found very
unconvincing about the negative effects of fluoridation,
because all of the evidence I have seen leads to the
overwhelming positive effects winning out on balance.

I will quote from it to put it on the record, because I
think it clarifies the point I have made. It states:
On page 5 the legislation defines non-ionising radiation very
broadly … as ‘electromagnetic radiation of a wavelength
greater than 100 nanometres.
This means that depending on the content of the ‘regulations’
(made without the debate of Parliament — as I understand
it —

that is not quite true but these days, since the powers of
these chambers are so weakened, essentially true —
any electromagnetic radiation — including visual light, sound
waves at the speech frequency or music from musical
instruments, or even heat from domestic heaters and even
lawnmowers or other such slower mechanical devices could
be regulated by this legislation as they all produce
non-ionising electromagnetic radiation.
Although a regulation is unlikely to be made to cover some of
the above, it seems to me to be preposterous and really bad
legislation to allow the possibility that the above could be
governed by this act.

In other words, commonsense legislative limits should
be written into this bill rather than allowing its
jurisdiction to include the whole electromagnetic
spectrum and then leaving it up to regulations to protect
the rights of the community. That point underlines the
earlier points I made in this contribution.
I know public health measures are always a matter of
balancing the good with the bad, and of balancing the
rights of individuals with intervention for the greater

I know there is a whole range of other important issues
for the public system to consider at the moment. We
have had Mr Viney trying to attack the opposition over
the issue of so-called hospital privatisation on the basis
of a few minor comments by some federal members. I
make the point to him very strongly that I do not
support the privatisation of our hospitals. The state
government runs public hospitals in this state through
committees of management and statutory authorities
that are answerable to this Parliament, and the Liberal
Party has no intention of moving down the privatisation
road in any way whatsoever. I note the government
might want to run a scare campaign, but that scare
campaign will be delivered on the basis of flimsy
evidence and a desperate search for cover in country
Victoria, given what it has done to country hospitals. It
has closed hospitals. It has closed obstetrics wards in
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almost 20 centres around the state It has wound back
operating theatres in Rochester and Koo Wee Rup and
wound back services at Seymour.
Mr Mitchell was in this house earlier today. What he
and the member for Seymour in the other place,
Mr Hardman, have done in allowing the closure of
emergency services in country Victoria is a travesty. I
note also that at Maryborough the government has
made an attempt to flog off and privatise the pathology
services. What it is doing there is outrageous. It is a
disgrace that pathology services are being flogged off in
that way without community consultation and on the
basis of a straight-on — —
Hon. H. E. Buckingham — On a point of order,
Acting President, whilst I acknowledge that Mr Davis
is the lead speaker for the opposition, I fail to see the
relevance to the Radiation Bill of the information he is
supplying.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — On the point of order,
Acting President, admittedly I was talking about
broader public health issues in the state. One of the
issues that was relevant was the privatisation by the
Bracks government of the pathology services. The point
I was making in relation to the point of order was very
much that the pathology services are a set of services
that — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. Andrew
Brideson) — Order! Mr Davis may sit down. I will
make a ruling. There is no point of order. Mr Davis is
the lead speaker. It is a wide-ranging debate, and
members of the government will have an opportunity to
put an opposing position.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — However, I take the
member’s point, and I will more narrowly focus on the
bill as we move forward. I want to make a number of
other points about this bill. One relates to the issue of
the health and protection legislation that we have in
Victoria and its juxtaposition with national
arrangements. The opposition supports national
arrangements where they are in the interests of
Victorians, and we support them where they offer some
efficiencies, but I make the point that we have to be
careful not to be slavishly bound to national
arrangements. I am not sure that national arrangements
always offer the highest standards. It is sometimes the
case that national arrangements lead to lower standards,
and in health protection areas Victoria has often had the
highest standards.
The issues here about the national protocols, the
national directory and so forth are processes that we
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support. In this case it is justified to ground many of our
steps and much of the regulation in those national
directory arrangements, but I place on the record that
that test has to be confronted closely in each individual
case. There are other cases where the arrangement is
not so good. In terms of regulations I think we can
sometimes get there, but on the broader point of the
national schemes that are sometimes mooted, there can
be some issues. I was talking to people yesterday about
the so-called push to nationalise our hospitals. I have to
say that I am opposed to that on quite a number of
levels. Whilst there might be some theoretical
arguments about a system run from Canberra being
more efficient, I am far from convinced that it is
specifically in the interests of Victoria or New South
Wales.
For too long the larger states have been net payers and
have been receiving less — under governments of all
persuasions. I am not making this as a party-political
point; I am making this as a broader point in terms of
the so-called nationalisation of many areas of health
activity. While with this bill I strongly support the more
national approach, there are other areas where people
are currently calling for a national approach, which I
think would work to Victoria’s detriment. Those issues
with public hospitals — —
Hon. J. H. Eren — Shame on the federal
government.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — No, it is not a federal
government issue. I think some of your federal Labor
colleagues would love to take over health too, Mr Eren.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. Andrew
Brideson) — Order! Members will address their
remarks through the Chair.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — Through the Chair;
indeed, Acting President. In my view it would be the
case that Victoria and New South Wales would pay
more and get less under any nationalised health system.
That is the likely outcome. As in all of these national
programs, the money goes to Canberra — under any
government, Labor or Liberal — and it comes back in
lesser amounts for Victoria. That is a real issue.
I do not propose to say much more at this point other
than to reiterate the general points that I made at the
beginning. The opposition does not oppose this bill. We
support the fact that there is a clarity and a simplicity
about the principles in the bill. It is a very complex bill
as you move through the depths of it, and we
understand the issues of incorporating a more national
approach but at the same time retaining the relevant
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powers in Victoria to ensure that we have the strongest
possible regulations for radiation safety in Victoria.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — I would like
to pick up where the previous speaker left off and say
that this is a complex bill, obviously, as we are talking
about radiation and radiation equipment, and the regime
that has been put in place to protect Victorians and also
to protect the environment from the use and misuse of
radiation and radiation equipment. Obviously a whole
range of complex provisions have to be put in place to
handle that type of legislation.
The purpose of this bill is to protect the health and
safety of people and the environment from the harmful
effects of radiation. Among the terminologies you will
see when you look through the bill is a differentiation
between ionising and non-ionising radiation. The use of
ionising radiation for medical, dental, industrial and
research purposes is widespread in modern society.
Some examples of its use are the diagnosis and
treatment of illnesses and the measurement of various
product specifications in industry — for example, the
thickness of paper in a paper rolling mill, where
ionising radiation is used to complete the process; and
ensuring the integrity of such things as welds in steel
pipes and the strength of welds in aeroplane wings in
aeroplane manufacturing. They are some examples of
where ionising radiation has been used.
Non-ionising radiation is used in such areas as lasers
used for medical and cosmetic surgeries and industry
and research applications. Radio frequency equipment
uses non-ionising radiation; and other things such as
ultraviolet lamps used in tanning solariums around
Australia also use non-ionising radiation.
This bill has been based upon the national directory for
radiation protection developed by the national
Radiation Health Committee. As you go through the
bill you see a lot of terminologies and definitions that
make it a little clearer. I attended the briefing with my
colleague in the other house the member for Lowan,
Hugh Delahunty — —
An honourable member — He is a good man.
Hon. D. K. DRUM — He is a good man. We were
both very appreciative of the work of the advisers at the
briefing. They simply took us through the bill to explain
some of the terms that are obviously more fitting for
nuclear scientists. By the end of the briefing we had a
reasonable understanding about the issue, and we thank
the gentlemen and women who took us through that
briefing.
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The additional information that was sent to us to further
explain this bill is also much appreciated. One of the
aspects of this bill is that it will put in place licences
that will effectively control the radiation industry. The
four licences that will effectively be put in place are as
follows. The first is a use licence. The users of
equipment from around Victoria — and there are quite
a few thousand — will all need to sit for and purchase a
use licence if they are to be users of the equipment.
The second licence is that of an approved tester. The
engineers and technicians — anybody who is to be
qualified to work on this equipment — will have to be
licensed as an approved tester of such equipment. That
will be the second licence needed to help with this
regime.
Thirdly, those people who manage businesses that
effectively have radiation equipment as part of their
business will need to acquire a management licence.
That will apply to any business, any organisation, that
effectively has a radiation source. Obviously that will
be extremely widespread in industry — through the
medical profession and so forth. I have a list, which I
might refer to a little later, of the types of people who
will be caught up in management licences.
Fourthly, a licence will be needed during the
construction phase of any facility. Organisations that
will have this type of equipment used within their area
will need to have a facility construction licence. As was
pointed out by the previous speaker, an example of
where a facility construction licence would be needed is
if the construction of a synchrotron started after this
legislation comes into place.
This legislation also provides for authorised officers to
have the power to continually check on how this
management regime is going. Some of the statistics that
were put to us included that at the moment there are
approximately 3000 sites around Victoria that have in
total 5000 sources of radiation; obviously there are
multiple sources within some sites. Some 5000 users
throughout Victoria are currently using this type of
equipment, so it is very widespread. Obviously the use
of this type of equipment and machinery is on the
increase, certainly in the medical field and industry
sectors.
It is also worth understanding that similar legislation
will be put in place by the other states. They are
working to their own time frames. In this sector it is
extremely important and we need to have absolutely no
cross-border anomalies in relation to working with
radiation equipment.
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If we reach the situation where all the states fall into
line with each other that will allow our users,
management licences and the like to be able to operate
across borders without any discrepancies or
irregularities. It is also worth noting some of the history
behind this whole industry. I had an experience where I
sat down with an ophthalmologist and an eye surgeon
to discuss doing some minor work and they explained
some of the very small dangers associated with
radiation treatment. It was put to me that in the early
stages of the development and use of this technology
the equipment was exceptionally expensive. After a
specialist has made the capital outlay to purchase their
own equipment there is a temptation to let the
equipment go past its use-by date. As the equipment
tends to slowly but eventually wear out and the
radiation strength coming from it tends to wane, there is
always a temptation to let the equipment stay in use
rather than replacing it with more expensive equipment,
and as the strength of the radiation decreases the active
time of the equipment can be increased. It was this lack
of regulation and monitoring within the industry that
led to a couple of tragedies worldwide which obviously
sent shivers through the broader community. People
lost their sight because certain specialists were being
too lax with the way they were administering this
treatment. It is important that we understand how
potentially dangerous this treatment is and that we put
in place very strict guidelines to operate this equipment.
The Nationals will not be opposing this legislation. We
appreciate the fact that the number of businesses that
have these radiation sources within their industries are
growing all the time. They include radiologists,
cardiologists, chiropractors, dentists, dental hygienists,
industrial radiographers and many others. As the use of
radiation equipment is becoming more common we
need to be supporting this legislation and making sure
that we put in place a very strict regime that will help us
regulate it. Those people who will need to have an
operator licence or a use licence include paramedics
and soil testers who also use equipment with radiation.
Even a borehole logger can need this type of equipment
to conduct their daily activities.
The Nationals are concerned about what we will do
with equipment that is past its use-by date and how we
will dispose of the waste that is currently produced as
we go about using this type of equipment. We are
concerned about that and in the other place we asked
the government for a categorical guarantee that this
waste would not find its way into the proposed
long-term containment, or toxic waste, dump at
Hattah-Nowingi. We put it to the government that we
did not want to have this stuff finding its way into the
Mildura region. I have a letter which refers to
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radioactive waste which I would like to read into
Hansard:
Many low level radioactive wastes are short-lived and quickly
become exempted from the radiation controls within the
Health Act. Such wastes cease to be legally radioactive and
can be disposed of via normal waste streams.
Non-exempted wastes are unsuitable for disposal via this
method, and are stored until future arrangements permit their
disposal.
Many such wastes are disposed of via commercial
arrangement back to the original manufacturer or to dedicated
disposal facilities overseas.

We are in fact shipping some of this waste overseas.
The article continues:
DHS —

Department of Human Services —
has an historical accumulation of low and intermediate level
wastes that have been collected over at least 20 years in
circumstances where public safety needed to be assured.

This is certainly one of those instances where public
safety needs to be assured. What this government is
planning to put up at Hattah-Nowingi is nothing more
than a glorified landfill and we cannot afford to be
having this type of equipment put there.
The wastes referred to in the document are securely
stored in a purpose-built facility located in Melbourne.
We need a guarantee from the government that that is
going to be the case in the future. Radiation users have
been and may continue to be required to store materials
within their own business premises. I think most
businesses are aware of that currently and are quite
prepared to continue that practice into the future. In
saying that, I hope the government can give us a
categorical guarantee that this material will not find its
way into the Hattah-Nowingi area. Apart from that, we
believe this regime that has been put in place to further
regulate and monitor the radiation industry in its wide
sector of uses and applications will be beneficial to
Victorians and the environment. We wish this bill a
speedy passage.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
am pleased to rise and speak in support of this
important Radiation Bill. Like so many of the pieces of
legislation which affect our health industry and the
health of Victorians, this bill is about protecting the
health and safety of people. It is not just for those
people who work in this area and come into contact
with radiation. In my previous employment as a nurse
there were many occasions and instances where I was
involved with radiographers and the taking of X-rays.
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Dealing with radiation can be very dangerous and can
have very detrimental effects on one’s health, but
patients receive radiation treatment for many and varied
reasons. This bill is about ensuring the health and safety
of people. It is also very much about ensuring that the
environment is protected from the harmful effects of
radiation.
It is always pleasing to speak on a bill which has the
support of The Nationals and is not being opposed by
the Liberals. I believe this is a very good piece of
legislation. It is based, as are all the bills the
government brings before the Parliament, on
wide-reaching consultation with the people involved, in
this case in dealing with radiation. A discussion paper
was prepared in December 2003 and was very widely
distributed. Throughout 2004 there was wide
consultation with interested parties and stakeholders.
Numerous written submissions were received by the
government and there was consultation with peak
bodies such as the Australian Institute of Radiography,
the Australian Medical Association, the Australian
Chiropractors Association, the Australian Dental
Association, the Royal Australian College of General
Practitioners, the Australian Veterinary Association,
mining stakeholders and the Victorian Trades Hall
Council. All of those consultations and all of the
information that came out of the discussion paper has
very much informed the drafting of this bill.
As has been said by speakers from the other side, in
2001 the Australian Health Ministers Advisory Council
agreed that there should be a national directory of
radiation protection. This bill gives effect to that
council decision. It will control radiation safety to
protect the health of people and the environment from
the many harmful effects of radiation. The bill will
replace the existing radiation provisions in the Health
Act 1958 and the Health (Radiation Safety) Regulations
1994. The current legislation regulates all uses of
radiation throughout Victoria including X-ray
apparatus, computerised tomography scans and
industrial and medical use of sealed and unsealed
sources of radiation. However, it is important to
mention that the bill will not amend the provisions
relating to the Medical Radiation Technologists Board;
the bill does not go to that.
I want to run very quickly through some of the
provisions of the bill. I know they have been mentioned
by speakers from the Liberal Party and The Nationals
but I want to run through them quickly for the record.
The bill will require any person who conducts a
radiation practice to hold a management licence. The
licence will set down what sort of practice it is and what
sort of practice is to be conducted under that licence —
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such as whether it is dental radiography or another form
of radiography. The licence will also stipulate the
period of the licence, which can be for a period of up to
three years. This is a new requirement for almost all of
the regulated groups. There are some licences stipulated
for set periods of time now but this represents a new
requirement for almost all of those regulated groups.
The bill provides for the management of licences. There
will be conditions of licence that require notification to
the secretary of the acquisition and disposal of radiation
sources, and the Department of Human Services will
continue to maintain a register of the location and
details of all radiation sources for safety and security
purposes. I think that addresses the issue raised by
Mr Drum and The Nationals.
The bill also includes powers for the declaration of the
type of radiation sources that need to be tested at
specific intervals, such as dental X-ray equipment
which must be tested at five-year intervals. All
equipment will be subject to being tested so we can be
assured that it is well maintained and continues to be
safe for all those who come into contact with it. The bill
provides the secretary with the power to approve testers
to test these radiation sources against very specific
radiation standards. Not only will the equipment be
tested but the standards of the test will be stipulated and
the secretary will approve the testers. The bill requires
any person who uses radiation sources to hold a user
licence. This represents no change from the current
situation for most users, other than medical radiation
technologists.
The bill introduces a new concept called radiation
facility. This will be prescribed in regulation and will
include the facilities that have the most highly active
radiation sources, such as the sources used in the
Australian synchrotron project. The bill will provide for
construction licences to be issued to authorise
construction of a facility; I think this goes to a matter
raised by the Honourable David Davis in his
contribution. The bill provides for a management
licence to be issued to a radiation facility prior to the
commencement of the radiation practice to cover any
ongoing practice on the site. The site itself has to be
licensed during construction and once the practice takes
over that facility, that practice has to be licensed. There
are very real safeguards in this bill.
The bill includes a comprehensive set of decision
review provisions; this is another matter raised by the
opposition. It is a very sound provision in that it
includes authorised officer provisions which are based
on the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004 and
the government’s response to the Victorian
parliamentary Law Reform Committee’s report on its
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inquiry into the powers of entry, search and seizure by
authorised officers. This bill features provisions such as
search and entry powers and search warrants.
As Mr Drum put it in his contribution on behalf of The
Nationals, this is a good bill. It is very much about
ensuring the health and safety of the community as well
as the environment, regardless of what context radiation
is being provided — whether it is in the health sector,
which most of us are very familiar with because we
have all had X-rays of one sort or another, or whether it
is in mining or other industries and other areas. It is
very important that we protect people from the harmful
effects of radiation, and this bill does that.
I believe it is a very good bill. It deserves the support of
all members of the house, and I commend the bill to the
house.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — I rise on
behalf of The Nationals to speak on the Radiation Bill.
The Nationals’ position is to not oppose this bill.
It is a bill that goes forward in the right direction. When
we looked at the research on this, it was quite surprising
to see how much the radiation industry is used, not only
in health — in medical and dental areas — but
particularly in the industrial area. I was surprised to see
that it is used quite a lot, even down to the extent of
measuring the thickness of paper, and it is used very
much in research.
There are two or three issues I would like to touch on. I
am delighted to see the substantial work that has been
done in bringing this bill forward with a national
approach. Those of us in The Nationals — and many of
us live in border areas — are very keen to see common
rules across Australia. It is an excellent move that the
national Radiation Health Committee, which was
drawn from the Australian Radiation Protection and
Nuclear Safety Agency, has been able to discuss and
consult on this particular issue, and it has been agreed
by all ministers of the states, territories and the
commonwealth. Again I say it is great that we can have
these national rules. We do not seem to be able to
achieve them in other areas, such as the chain of
responsibility particularly in transport or industry
training, and there are a number of other issues that
keep coming up from time to time. We are delighted to
see that this has occurred on a national scale.
Further to that, the national competition people
reviewed this, as I understand it, in 2001. The matter of
waste has always been a vexed question, particularly
radioactive waste and where it goes. We have a
daughter in the Northern Territory and the last time we
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were up there some debate took place about whether
this radioactive material would be dumped in the
Northern Territory, and the usual issues arose from
there. I have often thought about this. Obviously I
raised my concerns over the issue of the toxic waste
dump in Mildura. In today’s age industry is so smart
and clever with what it can do to reduce not only
radioactive waste but also other waste that we need to
handle as a society.
I suspect that the first issue we need to look at
nowadays is the amount of research we can do to
reduce waste across all fields. We then need to work
through how we can manage that in a containment
facility or do whatever we may have to do with it.
Perhaps the waste should not only be reduced but new
mechanisms researched to destroy it so we do not have
the difficulty of putting it in either landfills or
containment facilities.
On the first objective of reducing the waste, I have done
some work with the Environment Protection Authority
(EPA). In the broadest sense it appears there are three
levels of waste aside from radioactive waste. We
produce a lot of waste in Victoria. After talking to the
EPA, I believe that over the next five years we could
get that amount down to a lot less waste that we will
need to manage. When I asked why we need to reduce
the waste, one of the reasons given was that the
treatment of this particular waste is more expensive. I
am talking about B-level waste. Why? In 1998–99 the
price at the gate was about $40 or $50 a tonne. It is now
$200 a tonne, and there is a $150 surcharge on that if it
has to be treated. If the predictions that I can glean out
of what the EPA told me come true, we will bring that
down about 25 000 tonnes. We need some really strong
research in this area to get that figure down as low as
we can.
Again I make that plea across all levels of waste — that
is, the radioactive stuff and the A, B and C levels of
waste. If we could do that, we would certainly be able
to offer a more positive resolution to the issue we often
debate in this chamber — that is, the toxic waste dump
that the government is proposing to put up in the
Mallee. If the government took a positive point of view
and reduced the level of waste, I believe we could
certainly manage that substantially more easily than we
will the huge cost and difficulties that we are faced with
now.
One of the issues that occurs with all levels of waste is
that people are uncertain of what is going to go into a
particular dump in the future. I know that the people in
my area have raised that concern. They have said,
‘Which level of stuff goes in here?’. The government
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has said it will be that A and B level category, as I
understand it. Other people say, ‘What happens later on
if the dump is put there and it is proceeded with?’. In
another five years perhaps they will put something else
there as well, and it may even be the radioactive stuff.
As we have done in the past, we call on the government
to give us an absolute guarantee that if the dump does
proceed — and we fervently hope it does not — there
will be no radioactive material put in there, and what is
more, that the dump it is considering putting up in the
Mallee will not be a tri-state dump — and I have raised
that issue as well.
In general this bill is a good step forward in the
management of what we know are difficult materials.
We have those concerns about the future and what the
government will do with the waste that might be put
into the Mallee area.
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) — I wish
to speak in support of the Radiation Bill 2005 — a bill
to protect the health and safety of persons and the
environment from the harmful affects of radiation. The
bill amends the Health Act 1958, the Dangerous Goods
Act 1985, the Environment Protection Act 1970, the
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989, the Nuclear Activities
(Prohibitions) Act 1983 and the Road Transport
(Dangerous Goods) Act 1995.
I would like to acknowledge the contribution of the
previous speakers and particularly thank the opposition
and The Nationals for their support. Even though they
say they do not oppose the bill, I take that as supporting
the bill, naturally enough.
The purpose of the bill is to protect the health and
safety of persons and the environment from the harmful
effects of radiation. Therefore, this is most important
legislation. This bill will give the state new stand-alone
radiation legislation and implement the national
directory for radiation protection. The bill will ensure
that best practice is operating in industry, hospitals,
other medical settings, engineering workplaces, and the
mining sector.
The bill is designed to regulate all practices that involve
the use of radiation and is based upon the national
directory for radiation protection developed by the
national Radiation Health Committee of the Australian
Radiation Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency. The
national directory was agreed to at a meeting of
Australian health ministers in 2001. There are a range
of differences between this bill and the existing
provisions relating to radiation in the Health Act of
1958.
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The bill creates a regulatory framework that has
definitions and a licensing regime in line with national
regulatory arrangements. As I have stated, it provides
for management licences which replace the previous
process for registering sources of radiation. For
instance, even if a firm possesses multiple radiation
sources they will only require one management licence
that addresses their firm’s radiation practice.
The bill will also regulate the construction of radiation
facilities, which is not currently regulated, so that a
facility construction licence will be needed prior to the
construction of a facility, thereby guaranteeing
appropriate safeguards will be in place as it is built.
Most importantly the bill will ensure that all users of
radiation sources will need to be licensed, including
medical radiation technologists, who are currently
exempt. This group, which includes diagnostic
radiographers, therapeutic radiographers and nuclear
medicine technologists, will be required to hold a
licence in addition to their registration with the Medical
Radiation Technologists Board. Requiring medical
radiation technologists to be licensed is consistent with
the regulation of other health practitioners who use
radiation sources, such as dentists and cardiologists.
The bill also has broader emergency powers that will
enable appropriate responses to emergency situations
that we all hope will never happen. The legislation will
ensure a more accountable and transparent regulatory
process. The regulatory framework is proposed to come
into force on 1 September 2007, thereby giving
sufficient time for both the development of regulations
and an appropriate level of education in consultation
with all aspects of the radiation industry.
Radiation is something most of us do not think about
very often, even though we are exposed to it every day
when we go outside and more so when we get on a
plane, have an X-ray or use a microwave. I was
fascinated to learn how radiation will be used in the
new synchrotron when I visited the facility with the
Education and Training Committee earlier this year. Its
application for industry and medical research at the
synchrotron is awe inspiring. Personally, however, I am
eternally grateful to Madam Curie for her discovery at
the end of the 19th century, because last year as part of
my treatment for cancer I had targeted radiation
treatment on a tumour in my pelvis. The treatment was
for 90 seconds every day over a three-week period at
the Epworth Hospital. I am pleased to report that it
destroyed the tumour.
When I tried to find more statistics on the use of
medical radiation to include in my contribution on this
bill I found it very difficult. Neither the research section
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of the library nor my research on the Internet was able
to indicate how many people undergo radiation
treatment in the state of Victoria. More generally, I was
able to find out that of people who are diagnosed with
cancer at least 50 per cent will undergo radiation
treatment. A large percentage of those will be
successfully treated and cured of their cancer because
of that treatment. The concrete bunker with a huge and
thick steel door that I was placed in when I had my
treatment made me very aware of occupational health
and safety and environmental issues associated with the
use of radiation. There is a need therefore to regulate
the radiation industry — no one would deny that — not
just in its medical uses but also its industrial uses,
which Mr Drum pointed out, and its mining uses. The
bill will enable this to happen. As the minister said in
the second-reading speech:
I believe the bill strikes the right balance between meeting
national commitments to adopt nationally consistent
legislation and avoiding unnecessary or overly complex
regulation. It also provides a framework to ensure that
radiation sources are secured.

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

In doing so I thank all honourable members for their
contributions to the second-reading debate.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

PIPELINES BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 September; motion of
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Resources).
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
will continue my contribution from last night. The
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opposition will not oppose the Pipelines Bill. As I
indicated yesterday the bill rewrites and re-enacts the
Pipelines Act 1967. It is a substantial bill that provides
clear guidelines on how pipelines are to be laid
throughout Victoria, how the consultation and
pre-licence processes should be conducted and the
process for and capacity to access land through either
compulsory acquisition or by consent. It also refers to
the operation of the pipeline and moves on to
enforcement issues. The bill also refers to rehabilitation
and compensation.
Essentially the bill follows a very logical process in the
way pipelines should be formulated before being placed
underground or above ground, whatever the particular
need may be. I went into some detail yesterday about
the government bringing in a regulatory regime
process. I referred to clause 17 in division 1 of part 4 of
the bill regarding the consultation plan. Clause 17
should raise some concerns, because it states in part:
(1) A consultation plan must —
(a) be prepared in accordance with the regulations …

I understand from the documentation that no
regulations have been established. It is unusual, and I
am sure that Mr Forwood will raise this also, that we
are unable to establish what those regulations are and,
in particular, how a plan is to be prepared in accordance
with regulation about which we have no knowledge. It
is the cart leading the horse in the entire process, from
the start to the end. Part 11 contains the enforcement
provisions. At the very start of the entire process the
one framework by which we are to establish how we
move forward in accessing easements or TWW, and all
those things about compensation, seems to have been
forgotten, because the bill says that the consultation
plan must be prepared in accordance with the
regulations.
If you do not know what are the regulations, then how
do you move forward to establish other issues that need
to be determined? It may be that the regulations will
reflect the processes outlined in the act, but for
companies and individuals establishing a process it
would be difficult to look into a crystal ball to
determine whether that process was right and the
consultation plan prepared in accordance with the
regulations was correct, if they did not know what those
regulations were.
I look forward to the minister, when summing up, or
other government members giving some guidance to
the opposition regarding the regulatory framework
mentioned in clause 17(1)(a) of the bill. I will leave that
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matter for the attention of the minister or the relevant
government members who contribute to the bill.
I know the Victorian Farmers Federation has an issue
with clause 22 about the appropriate time frame in
which a proponent may apply to the minister for
consent to enter land if the proponent has been unable
to obtain the agreement of an owner or occupier of land
within 14 days after giving notice of intention. It has
been put to us by the VFF and others that there is some
time lag in relation to mail that is received at rural
properties. Maybe there needs to be a longer time
frame. It looks as though the government has responded
by increasing it from 5 days to 14 days, but the
government does not consider that 21 days would be
appropriate. Maybe there has been a compromise, and
clause 22(1)(b) has taken note of some of the concerns
raised by relevant stakeholders, in this particular case
the VFF.
Clause 26 refers to the effect of consent, and subclause
(6) states:
An entry under this section is subject to —
(a) the conditions of the consent; and
(b) the regulations.

What are the regulations? We are talking about entry to
a property, be it private or whatever. There is no
clarification. Does it mean that the regulations will say,
for example — and I am being flippant — that entry to
a property can occur at any time during the day and
therefore entry under this provision could be
undertaken at 4 o’clock in the morning? I am being
flippant to some degree, but there needs to be some
guidance. Does it also mean that people can break and
enter? I do not know. This needs to be clear in the
context of a bill because it has profound impacts on
individuals and various farm and land-holders in the
state.
I look forward to an explanation from the minister, her
advisers, or the one government member in the
chamber listening to my contribution. Those who have
an interest in the Pipelines Bill, an interest in the
government and an interest in reading Hansard should
note that there is one government member in the
chamber on this very crucial bill.
Hon. Bill Forwood — Now two.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — We now have
two. Congratulations, there has been a 100 per cent
increase.
Hon. Bill Forwood — Three.
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Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — It is now
three. It is amazing that the government has failed to
have an understanding of how important this legislation
and how it sees it is. Clearly government members have
not seen fit to be present during the contribution.
The bill takes a rational approach. Part 5 refers to the
pipeline licence process that follows the pre-licence
process. Division 1 refers to the licence application and
goes through how it is done — for example, clause 33
talks about issues relating to the Environment Effects
Act 1978, submissions and so on. Clause 40 refers to
the minister appointing a panel to consider all
submissions; clause 41 refers to the composition of the
panel, and says that the panel may consist of one or
more persons; clause 42 refers to the chairperson; and
clause 43 refers to fees and allowances.
I am sure the intention is not to create another
bureaucracy. I hope that the government will ensure the
panel will be comprised of responsible people with
adequate skill bases to ensure a reasoned argument, and
will include land-holders and landowners who have an
interest in ensuring that the process is moving forward
appropriately. As part of the compulsory acquisition the
panel needs to take into account things such as
temporary working areas and so on. I hope the panel
will be responsible, although I note in clause 36 that the
proponent is liable to pay for all the costs of a panel
hearing, so it is important to note where the costs and
expenses will be incurred. The bill also refers to
alterations to authorised routes and how the process will
be undertaken.
Part 6 refers to access to land for pipelines, which will
be the area of contention for the majority of people
regarding access to land. Division 1 is about public land
and division 2 refers to the purchase or acquisition of
easements. Having read through the briefing notes on
the bill and the act, that is appropriate. Some
submissions have been made regarding the easement
being slightly larger for the temporary working area
covered in clauses 75 and 76. Where the pipeline may
cross near to rivers or a roadway, a temporary area will
be needed to ensure the safety of the nearby workers.
The legislation requires that the land that is acquired as
a temporary area be returned as best it can to its natural
state , which is an appropriate process.
Clause 96, relating to compulsory acquisition, raises
some issues. I put it on the record that it will need to be
done in a very civilised and appropriate manner that
does not impact harshly on those land-holders.
Part 7 is about the construction of pipelines. We have
gone through the pre-licence and the pipeline licence
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process, the access to land for pipelines and now we are
finally getting to the nuts and bolts within part 7 — the
construction of the pipeline. That too goes through a
regulatory framework. It leads into the general
requirements with a very clear whack across the line in
terms of ensuring the construction is along an
authorised route and anyone who deviates will receive a
substantial fine. Given that 54 pages preceding this part
deal with ensuring due process, consultation, the
pre-pipeline and pipeline processes and access to land, I
would have thought the construction of the pipeline
would be clearly laid out — where, when and how.
I understand you need an enforcement framework, but
there are enforcement provisions in part 7 and not in
part 11. I would have thought part 11, the enforcement
provisions, would have been the more suitable place
rather than this part. It should be more of a process of
assistance rather than a whack process. There needs to
be clear rules laid down for those individuals or
organisations which venture outside the pipeline route
that has been established. Given that we have had pages
and pages beforehand which deal with panels,
regulatory authorities and regulations, I find the
requirements under division 1 of part 7 quite harsh.
They send the wrong message. If the government was
trying to encourage appropriate development, those
clauses ought to have been removed either to the end of
part 7, which I question, or into part 11 which deals
with enforcement.
I may be corrected on my understanding of the entire
outline. It seems the whole part is pretty much about
penalties and the like. I would have liked part 7 to be
more of a conciliatory process rather than an
overarching penalty process.
We have the licence, access to the land, the
construction and we are now about to pump through
whatever needs to be pushed through the pipeline. That
was defined in clause 9 of the bill, which states:
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assisting those operators and then providing
overarching issues, but we again have gone straight into
the penalty provisions. The bill seems to be very heavy
on penalties; in fact it seems enormously heavy on
penalties. Although I understand the importance of
ensuring enforcement, it just seems to go way over the
top in every sense from my perspective.
Part 9 refers to management plans and straightaway
division 1 is about penalising those who fail to set out
the duties of the licensee. I would have liked to have
seen division 2, which deals with safety management
plans, being at the front so we could lead into a positive
construct that says the plans must be established and
these are the guidelines or processes. Then if people do
not comply, the enforcement provisions take place.
Part 10 deals with rehabilitation and compensation and
division 1 refers to a rehabilitation bond which is the
clean-up or pollution prevention work during the
construction or decommissioning of a pipeline. Again,
it is heavy in terms of financial penalties for failing to
do that.
Finally, we get to enforcement in part 11. That is where
the issues that have been raised in the relevant
provisions ought to have been raised so that each
division of the part would relate to each area. There
would be a clearly defined area of where enforcement
provisions would be applied within the legislation. That
might sound too logical for those on the other side of
the house.
I do not propose to extend my contribution to the
debate other than to say the opposition finds the
regulatory controls quite fascinating for a bill that is
really designed to provide essential resources
throughout the state. We know and understand there
needs to be a proper process of licensing and regimes.
We look forward to seeing some evidence of the
regulations provided for by the bill. I look forward to
the bill passing through the house.

This Act applies to —
(a) a pipeline for the conveyance of petroleum, oxygen,
carbon dioxide, hydrogen, nitrogen, compressed air,
sulphuric acid or methanol through the pipeline; and
(b) any pipeline declared under section 11 to be a pipeline to
which this Act applies.

Clause 11 sets out that the minister may declare
pipelines to which the act applies.
We are now at the operation of the pipeline. Again we
are straight into the whack. There are penalties right at
the start and moving through. I would have thought
clauses 112 and 113 would have been more about

Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — The Pipelines Bill
is largely a rewrite of the 1967 Pipelines Act. It comes
about following a review process that commenced in
2002. Essentially it updates the previous Pipelines Act
with respect to many of the issues that arise from the
review process. I am pleased to say that the respondents
to The Nationals’ consultation on this bill were fairly
positive in what they had to say about it. Generally the
industry was satisfied that this was an appropriate
arrangement. On their advice and on our own largely
positive assessment of the bill I can report to the house
this afternoon that The Nationals will not be opposing
it.
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I will not give a clinical analysis of the bill. That has
already been done by the lead speaker for the
opposition, who went into many of the aspects of the
bill. I want to give my own summary of the main parts
of this bill, comment on some of the differences
between it and the older Pipelines Act, and raise a
couple of issues that were raised with us by respondents
to our request for consultation. Firstly, some of the
important parts of the bill apply primarily to gas and
petroleum pipelines, but the bill also has the potential to
apply to pipelines that may carry a number of other
fluid or gaseous substances that are described in
clauses 9 to 13 of part 2. It is interesting that it could
apply to the carriage of carbon dioxide — that is,
pipelines for carbon capture and storage — which is
quite possible in the near future in Victoria as further
uses are explored for our brown coal resources.
I think it is interesting to read the definitions to see
what this Pipelines Bill applies to. It is equally
interesting to look at schedule 1 of the bill, which talks
about the pipelines that are excluded from the act.
Sometimes it is easier for people to understand which
pipelines are not excluded. A variety of pipelines are
excluded. One of the exclusions is determined by the
pressure of the gas being conveyed in the pipeline, and
clause 2(a) of schedule 1 defines a pressure under
which a particular gas pipeline will be excluded. Some
of the other exclusions are of a pipeline that is entirely
within a petroleum processing plant, of a pipeline that is
entirely on land that is held in freehold, of a length of
pipe et cetera that might be less than 100 metres outside
the boundary of a property, and of a pipeline that is
situated wholly within certain business, industrial or
residential properties. Quite importantly a pipeline for
water supply, drainage or sewage is also excluded. You
may have a pipeline included for the purposes of
geothermal energy, but only if it is for geothermal
energy production. Schedule 1 was a handy addition to
this bill, listing as it does those pipelines that are
excluded from the provisions of the bill.
One of the key features of the bill is that Energy Safe
Victoria is going to be the new regulator of the
construction and operation of pipelines, which was
mentioned in recent legislation. When the bill creating
Energy Safe Victoria passed through this chamber there
was a query as to why Energy Safe Victoria was
excluded from overseeing the operation of pipelines.
That purview is now included in this new bill.
Another key feature of the bill is the creation of a single
licence for the construction and operation of a pipeline,
when previously there were two separate licences. An
important new provision is the establishment of a
pre-licence process requiring a documented

Wednesday, 14 September 2005

consultation plan. That process will be helpful in
resolving some of the contentious issues associated
with the development of pipelines. There is also a
requirement in the bill for the establishment of a safety
management plan and an environmental management
plan. New provisions in this bill mean that pipelines
cannot traverse a wilderness area and can only traverse
national parks with the consent of the minister. The
arrangements for the compulsory acquisition of private
land generally follow the processes set out under the
Land Acquisition and Compensation Act. They are not
vastly different from previous acts, although I note that
consultation and negotiation for a minimum period of
six months is required before any process of
compulsory acquisition can be started. I also note there
is a requirement for the establishment of rehabilitation
bonds with respect to pipeline developments, and I will
talk about a comment from one of our respondents on
that. I will elaborate on a few of those points and make
a comparison between the old Pipelines Act and the bill
we are putting through the house this afternoon.
As I said before, the bill provides for one integrated,
indefinite licence authorising the construction and
operation of a pipeline. I understand that previously the
term of a licence to operate a pipeline was 21 years. We
will now have licences given for an indefinite period,
which will provide greater certainty for developers
wanting to invest in new infrastructure. A single licence
instead of two separate processes is a sensible and
efficient method. Importantly for private land-holders,
and particularly the Victorian Farmers Federation,
which represents private land-holders, the mandating of
the consultation period and the development of
consultation plans is an important initiative and is
certainly to be commended.
The development of pipelines will remain subject to the
environment effects statement (EES) process. That has
not changed significantly. Some would argue that we
now need to review the EES process and make it a bit
easier for people to have some input to it.
Part 9 of the bill requires pipeline proponents to prepare
and have approved safety and environmental
management plans before constructing a pipeline.
Again, that is certainly a sensible provision. I do not
think anyone would object to that. Nowadays we expect
to see documented how any development intends to
address environmental issues, so we have no real issues
with that.
The issue of rehabilitation bonds before constructing a
pipeline is addressed in clause 141 of the bill. I want to
comment on that in a minute and quote what one of our
respondents said. I mentioned the fact that a new
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feature of this bill is that a pipeline requires the Crown
land minister’s consent before it can be routed in a
national park. Another feature is that the bill introduces
some fixed time lines for key decisions. I mentioned the
minimum consultation period of six months before a
process of compulsory acquisition can be even
contemplated, and then it may be longer with the
consent of the minister. It is also important that the bill
requires, under clause 48, the minister to make a
decision on a licence application within 28 days of
specified events. Again, that adds some certainty to the
development process and is welcome.
The bill also distinguishes between minor and
significant route alterations, with an approval process
proportional to the significance of the proposed
alteration. That makes sense. I would not think it would
be entirely necessary to go through a whole new
process — certainly not an environment effects
statement process — if only a very minor deviation to a
route was being contemplated. Division 6 of part 5 of
the bill gives the minister some discretion to approve
minor route alterations.
An important initiative is contained in clause 123,
where third-party access to easements has been
introduced. For the life of me I cannot understand why
in the past we have seen separate trenches being dug for
telecommunications, for gas or for water pipelines. It
makes a great deal of sense to share infrastructure. The
fact that there is provision in the bill for third-party
access to pipelines is important, too. I note also that for
the first time under this bill a public pipelines register
will be established. That sort of information should be
available to the public and I welcome the fact that that
will occur under this bill. They are some of the changes.
I am grateful to the minister’s office, which I requested
to document some of the comparisons between the
current legislation and the new bill; the minister’s
officers have done that for me and I thank them for it.
I would like to mention some of the respondents to The
Nationals’ request for comments on the bill. First of all
I contacted Investra Ltd, which is a major company that
is currently putting in a lot of the gas network into some
of the towns in regional Victoria. I know it is currently
involved in a project in Bairnsdale. I asked it for
comments on this legislation and, pleasingly, it replied
to my request and said it has no concerns with the
impact of this bill on its business.
I also spoke to the Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF)
because the issue about pipelines traversing private
land, particularly agricultural land, has been somewhat
vexed for private land-holders in the past. I can recall
some concerns in my electorate when the major
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Longford–Sydney eastern gas pipeline was established
some years ago now, but certainly during my term as a
member of Parliament, and the concerns some of those
land-holders had at the way they were treated during
the process of that pipeline being laid.
I spent some time one day visiting a farmer at Cann
River and walking across his property where that gas
pipeline has gone through and saw the significant
interruption to his business that occurred because of
that. There were some issues associated with the timing
of the pipeline work. A request had been made by the
land-holder that the laying of the gas pipeline across his
property be undertaken in a period of the year when
there was not so much rain about. That did not happen
and they eventually got into his property and laid a
pipeline during a very wet period. Consequently a lot of
clay was brought to the surface, and the land was just
never going to be as good or as productive as it used to
be in the past. I know there was significant
toing-and-froing and compensation discussions with
respect to that, which is something that could have been
avoided with proper management. I know this issue of
access to public land is of particular importance to the
VFF. On 5 September the VFF replied by letter to my
request for comment. It said:
One of the changes we strongly support in this legislation is a
requirement for a consultation plan from a pipeline
proponent … The Victorian Farmers Federation, Australian
Pipelines Association and the Department of Primary
Industries have worked together to produce guidelines to
respond to landowner issues.

Indeed they have and I commend the VFF and the
Department of Primary Industries, along with the
pipelines association, for doing that. The VFF also
makes this comment:
However, we note that there is no detail provided within the
legislation as to what specific information should be included
in consultation plans for landowners. We do note that under
section 17(1) regulations are to be prepared covering this
detail. I trust that given the strong involvement of the VFF in
this matter, the minister will make a commitment to involve
the VFF in the development of these regulations.

I sincerely hope that is the case. As the minister is not
here to respond today, perhaps the advisers could take
note of some of these issues and provide at a later date
some confirmation in writing back to me that the
intention of the minister with respect to that issue
would be to consult with the VFF in the development of
those guidelines. The VFF also makes this point:
The inclusion of clear compensation and payment provisions
in section 151 to cover losses experienced by landowners as a
result of a pipeline development and access to the land is also
strongly supported by the VFF.
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As it says, that is provided for in clause 151. The
federation makes the comment that it remains opposed
to the use of compulsory acquisition for pipeline
developments, and expresses sincere hope that any of
those issues can be resolved with mutual agreement
between the landowner and the pipeline proponent so
the compulsory acquisition does not become an issue at
a later point in time. The federation makes a couple of
other points that I want to put on the record:
Third-party use of existing easements is one area where
potential exists to minimise the impacts of easement
developments over private land.

As I said, the sharing of easements between utilities
makes a great deal of sense to all of us. The VFF makes
this comment as well:
A further change we would like to see in the bill is a more
appropriate time frame for notification for entry at section
22(b). We believe a more appropriate time frame should be
21 days, given that it can take nearly a week for mail to reach
some rural properties. Five working days is an extremely
short time frame for a landowner to assess an application for
entry.

That is a valid point. Five working days is a relatively
short period of time. If the minister could make a
comment on that and see if there is any chance of
extending that five-day period, I would be grateful.
Overall the Victorian Farmers Federation was pretty
happy with the way this legislation evolved. It had a
couple of little queries that I have now put on the
record, but generally speaking it was fairly comfortable
with these arrangements. It does suggest, in closing,
that we should now have:
… a similar review of the Land Acquisition and
Compensation Act to ensure that the responses of all
Victorian legislation to the acquisition of interests in private
land are aligned.

That is not a bad suggestion either. It is one to which
the government could give serious consideration.
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The question that is posed by SP AusNet is: is there an
indefinite obligation for the pipeline owner to actually
pay compensation or meet the expenses incurred by
authorities because of the presence of that pipeline?
One would have thought that if the pipeline had been
laid in the first instance with a sense of goodwill and
met any imposts incurred by the authority responsible
for that land, at a later point of time if an authority
changed its mind about something and wanted to
change the position of a road or an electrical line or
something of that nature there should not be an ongoing
obligation for the pipeline proponent to meet every
expense. I think that is a valid point raised by
SP AusNet, and I would again be interested in the
minister’s comment.
The next clause I want to a comment on is clause 114,
which refers to safety and environmental requirements.
SP AusNet made the comment that the clause:
States the minister may serve a notice on the licensee at any
time imposing requirements in respect of the pipeline.

It simply asked for a bit of courtesy in this and said:
… the pipeline owner (licensee) should understand the
‘justifications’ of such request and be able to ‘challenge’ the
request.

Again I would have thought it is pretty much
commonsense that if the minister was serving a notice
on the licensee under clause 114, then at least a reason
would be given as to why that notice was being served
and an opportunity offered to the licensee to have some
dialogue with the minister about the serving of that
notice. It would be helpful if the minister could respond
on that point. SP AusNet further said:
Clause 120 — Interference with operation
States the minister can consent [to the] construction of a
building within 3 metres from a point on the surface of the
land directly above part of the pipeline. We would desire that
the minister firstly consents with the pipeline owner ….

The final respondent I want to talk about, which has
raised a couple of points on which I will seek
clarification, is SP AusNet. That is also a company that
is involved in the development of major gas pipelines.
It first comments on clause 104, which states under the
title ‘Licensee responsible for extra expense incurred by
authorities’:

That is just a matter of proper efficiency or functioning,
and I do not think there will be any problems with the
minister agreeing to that request.

The licensee must reimburse any extra expense incurred at
any time by Victorian Rail Track or the public authority,
municipal council or Minister responsible for the maintenance
of a railway, road, bridge, tramway, road infrastructure,
electrical apparatus or other pipeline because of the existence
and operation of the pipeline.

Licensee must have an approved environment management
plan before commencing any pipeline operation — plan must
be reviewed every 5 years with the report of the review,
submitted to the minister.

SP AusNet further said:
Clause 133 — Preparation and approval of an environmental
management plan
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Further it asked the question:
What details on the plans contents will be required and what
is time frame for implementation?

I think that is a fair question to ask. It is simply asking
for more information on what the intentions of the
government are in respect of that clause. There is a
similar request with clause 140, which covers the
rehabilitation bond. There is no indication whatsoever
in the bill as to the quantum of a rehabilitation bond that
may be required, and SP AusNet seeks information as
to how the minister will determine the quantum of the
rehabilitation bond that will be required.
Those are some of the issues that have been raised by
the respondents to our request for feedback on this
legislation. I think the responses they have made have
all been very reasonable. As I said right at the start of
my contribution, generally speaking the view of the
industry in the comments that were made to us was
fairly favourable. The Nationals have had a good look
at this legislation and, given the history and controversy
of some pipeline developments, we think it is a pretty
good framework for proceeding with further pipeline
developments in Victoria. With those comments, I am
pleased to say that The Nationals will not be opposing
the bill.
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — I am pleased to
have the opportunity this afternoon to speak on the
Pipelines Bill. The bill repeals the Pipelines Act 1967
and puts in its place a modern regulatory framework for
pipelines. As we are all aware, pipelines are vital
infrastructure for our economy and the community. In
fact we have seen some significant expansion of
pipelines in Victoria over the past five years. The
Bracks government has presided over a period of great
expansion in the minerals and energy sector and in
pipelines. In the last five years there has been over
$1 billion of new investment in pipelines, and more can
be expected as the oil and gas boom in Victoria
continues. Among those pipeline projects under the
Bracks government have been the SAE pipeline
connecting Victoria and South Australia and the
Tasmanian natural gas pipeline. That means for the first
time New South Wales, Victoria, Tasmania and South
Australia are connected to each other and that incidents
such as the Longford disaster will not result in
Victorians having to go without gas again. We saw the
value of this interconnectedness in 2004, when the
Moomba gas fire and shutdown in South Australia
meant that Victoria was able to supply gas to South
Australia. Other important pipelines are being laid to
connect the new Otway gas fields to the Victorian grid
to ensure further supply of gas that way.
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There was a need to review and refresh the legislation
on pipelines, because there are new standards and
expectations in the community for more transparent
public processes on safety and environment protection.
That is certainly provided for in this bill. There was also
the need to provide greater certainty for industry and
clear and efficient approval processes that proponents
require for the financing and development of this
essential infrastructure. Up to this point the current
pipeline development has relied mainly on good
administrative practices rather than a tight and effective
legislative framework.
In speaking about certainty for industry I want to
mention the initial and very disappointing contribution
last night of the lead speaker for the opposition,
Mr Richard Dalla-Riva. Mr Dalla-Riva was
unprepared. He rambled and spent some time railing
against regulatory controls and penalties, and espousing
his free-market ideology. It was quite an amazing
contribution, which I suggest other members should
look at. Mr Dalla-Riva spent some time saying that the
market should be allowed to run free and determine its
own outcomes and benefits. I found that quite bizarre,
coming from a person who has been a law enforcement
officer with Victoria Police and a legislator who, like
all of us in this place, is responsible for making laws
that are clear and enforceable.
Mr Dalla-Riva did himself and his party on the other
side of the house a great disservice when he suggested
the only reason for penalties in relation to the
construction without a licence of a major piece of
infrastructure such as a pipeline was for the government
to raise revenue. He portrayed himself as being
unaware of the concept of deterrence and showed no
awareness of the need for an effective regulatory
framework to capture the complete range of activities,
to provide a balance of carrots and sticks and to provide
clarity and certainty in the economic environment in
this state. Furthermore, Mr Dalla-Riva went on to
attack the provisions for community consultation in the
pre-licence provisions. In the period prior to the
application of a licence there is provision for
consultation with local landowners and communities.
Today we heard Mr Hall reinforce the fact, which I
know, that the Victorian Farmers Federation is in
support of these community consultation provisions. As
Mr Hall has received a letter from the VFF in relation
to this provision, so has the Minister for Resources. The
letter of 5 September says:
I am writing to congratulate you on producing a new
Pipelines Bill to replace existing processes which have been
in place since 1967… One of the changes we strongly support
in this legislation is a requirement for a consultation plan from
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a pipeline proponent… I congratulate the minister on his
efforts to introduce legislation which more appropriately fits
with the needs of modern agricultural industries.

That reflects the kind of support for this bill that is out
there in the community from the VFF and other key
stakeholders and industries. That has been dealt with by
Mr Hall and is the result of a very extensive and
intensive consultation process in the lead-up to the bill
before the house today, which included the publication
of a general discussion paper for comment back in
2002; the release of a proposal paper in June 2003
outlining a new legislative framework for comment;
and the release of an exposure draft of the Pipelines Bill
for comment in May 2005. There have been extensive
submissions and input from a range of stakeholders, in
particular from the Victorian Farmers Federation which
provided constructive input which recognises the need
to balance the rights and interests of different parties
with regard to this bill.
The comments from SP AusNet that have been raised
by Mr Hall can be addressed. Some of the provisions in
this bill are replications of provisions in the previous
bill, and I am sure the minister, in his response to the
issues raised by SP AusNet, will make that clear as well
as addressing the other issues they have been raised.
SP AusNet did not write to the minister prior to the
final draft of the bill. Therefore the government has not,
until this time, been able to address its concerns
because no submission was received from it.
Mr Hall made the point that the Victorian Farmers
Federation highlighted the fact that there is more work
to be done in conjunction with the passing of this bill
through the Parliament of Victoria, and that is to work
on the regulations before the final introduction of these
measures and the new broader, regulatory framework at
the end of 2006. A number of issues also have been
raised about the details which have yet to be spelt out
and which will complement the overarching provisions
of the bill, such as in what circumstances there will be
delegated decision making and guidelines for
developing an environmental management plan, which
will be a new requirement in the act. This is not a
totally new practice because in the last eight years
environmental management plans have been drawn up,
but the act makes it very clear that this provision is
mandatory. This new work will be undertaken in the
months ahead. It is the government’s intention that the
VFF and other stakeholders will be consulted
thoroughly, as they have been since 2002 at every step
along the way in relation to the measures covered in the
bill.
Mr Hall gave a very comprehensive outline of the key
elements of the bill, and I am not going to waste the
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time of members in this house by repeating the points
he has made. He has picked up the most salient issues.
He made some useful comparisons about the initial act
and the bill before us. He talked about issues such as
the sharing of easements and the concern about
notification issues, which I am sure the minister will
address further. Mr Hall also mentioned the
environment effects statement (EES) process which is
always one that has to be considered in any situation
such as new pipeline infrastructure. I am not sure
whether he is aware, but there is a review of the EES
process under way, and I am sure it is drawing to a
conclusion. He is correct in saying that the refinement
of that process would impact on and be useful for the
implementation of the various measures within the
Pipelines Bill before us today.
The Pipelines Bill is, as I said earlier, important in
terms of assisting with improved processes and
interface between industry and the public. It is
important to put in place new safety and environment
protection. It creates clearer processes and greater
certainty for industry. It is underpinned by principles of
sustainable development which are outlined in the bill. I
think they are a very important addition to the
considerations that happen whenever there is an
application for a licence or for work under the
legislative and regulatory framework of this pipelines
legislation. With those comments, I commend the bill
to the house.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I find
myself in a somewhat invidious position — —
Ms Romanes — Because you weren’t the lead
speaker.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Exactly. As the
shadow minister responsible for this particular piece of
legislation I had prepared one hour’s worth of
contribution to this chamber. I was very well briefed by
the government’s advisers and had a number of
conversations with the ministerial staffers, as well as,
like Mr Hall, having done a considerable amount of
wide consultation in relation to the legislation before
the house. However, as honourable members know, I
was overseas representing them at an important
conference and did not get back until late last night, by
which stage — —
Ms Romanes — Hula hooping?
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — No, it was a very
important conference. I got back late last night, by
which stage debate on the bill had commenced and my
colleague the Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva had
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begun speaking. I should congratulate and thank him
for his wonderful contribution — it is a bit hard to be
chucked in at the last minute like he was. I should now
take exception to some of Ms Romanes’s unhelpful
comments when she accused him of attacking the
legalisation.
An honourable member — You have jet lag.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — No, I do not. I think
‘attack’ is miles too strong a word. There are some
issues which we would quibble over but, as honourable
members in this and the other place know, we do not
oppose the legislation. In fact we are very comfortable
with the direction that the government has taken. I
would point out again that this process started in 1997
under the national competition review regime when
Alex Dobes commenced the review of the Pipelines
Act. I have such little time since the government
introduced time limits that will gag me from effectively
speaking on the legislation before the house, but a
number of the recommendations from Mr Dobes’s
1997 report, including, for example, recommendation 2
about the definitions and recommendation 3 about the
time limits, have been picked up in the rewrite before
the house today.
I thank Mr Dalla-Riva for his contribution. I am sorry
that he upset the government’s lead speaker, but we do
not oppose the legislation before the house. In some
senses we are pleased to see it finally reach this stage.
However, as other honourable members have said, we
note that the legislation itself is useless — —
Mr Lenders — That is a bit harsh.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — It is useless without
the regulations. I for one am getting somewhat tired of
the government bringing legislation before this house
and asking us to consider our position and the house to
pass it when the complete operation of the bill depends
on regulations that are not available — not even
considered, not even thought about in some cases —
but will provide the detail of how the bill will operate. I
could give the house a number of examples from the
bill, but due to the shortness of time I will not be able
to, of where the regulations will make a fundamental
difference to what happens on the ground and yet
no-one has any idea at all. Just as an aside, I thank the
Minister for WorkCover and the TAC for his answer to
a question I asked of him recently about guidelines
under part 12 of the Occupational Health and Safety
Act which we passed in this place in December last
year. I recently asked the minister how many guidelines
have been issued under that part as of 20 July. He came
back honestly and answered, ‘None’. It is now not quite
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10 months since that piece of legislation was passed. It
is predicated upon having some guidelines and they
have yet to be produced.
My point is that if we are going to have this sort of
legislation — pipelines legislation — that depends
upon regulations and guidelines, then it is incumbent on
the government to get it right. I make the point again in
relation to this that the department provided me with an
overview of the operation of the provisions to award a
licence. This is a comprehensive, diagrammatic schema
of how this will work. It is a very useful document. I
know it has been made available to many people and all
of them are finding it useful. If the department has the
capacity to produce this sort of information, I am
equally sure it has the capacity to produce the
regulations. I am not suspicious by nature — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — All right, I am
suspicious by nature. Not to stretch the point too much
but I think we would all be better off if we had more
idea of how it was going to work. I think the structure
that has been put before the house today is an
appropriate structure but I for one, and I am sure many
other people, would like to know the detail of how it is
going to work. I do not think that is an unreasonable
request.
We raised a number of issues, as I am sure The
Nationals did, in the briefing we had on the legislation.
Again, I was very pleased with the detailed responses I
got from the minister and his staff, and I thank them for
it. However, again I say if they were able to provide
that sort of information at such short notice, I am pretty
sure they could have provided me with a draft of the
regulations.
Ms Romanes — It is a separate process,
Mr Forwood.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I am happy to pick up
the interjection that it is a separate process. Let me put
it through you, Acting President, to the government’s
lead speaker that yes, it is a separate process but I bet it
is being done by the same people. I bet the people who
are doing it know exactly what they are doing. I am
pretty sure that if I went down to the Victorian Farmers
Federation (VFF) or the pipelines association, they
would know too. The margin is about where the
discussions are going to be. I only say that because I
have in front of me the review of the Pipelines Act and
the government’s response. I have the review of the
Pipelines Act general discussion paper and the
proposed paper for the pipelines legislation — —
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Ms Romanes interjected.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — The member knows I
have read it all. I am across this legislation — that is
why I am cross that I do not have enough time to speak
about it. I have the table of contents from the VFF
pipeline easement guidelines. This is not rocket science
and it is not new. I am pretty sure that the same people
who have produced the legislation and all the
documents in front of me know how the regulations are
going to work, so let us get on with the process.
Some issues were raised with me and have been
answered one way or another. I remain slightly
concerned about the temporary working width issue,
which we have discussed. I think the jury is out on how
well that will work. It seems to me that the capacity is
not quite as clear as it could be because the nexus
between the Land Acquisition and Compensation Act
and the Pipelines Act seems to have been broken.
However, as my colleague Robert Clark, the member
for Box Hill in the other place, said when debating this
bill, we will see how that ends up.
I also remain concerned that the heavy hand of the
minister responsible for Crown lands could interfere in
the pipelines process. I am very surprised that the
Minister for Resources, Mr Theophanous, whom I
know well, was prepared to bring a piece of legislation
to this place that enabled another minister to effectively,
in some circumstances, veto what he wanted to do.
I regard that as a serious error on Mr Theophanous’s
part. He does not make too many. All I can presume is
that he thought, ‘If push comes to shove, I will get what
I want in a different way’. But I have not been able to
work out how. What the legislation makes very clear is
the capacity for the minister for Crown lands, not just in
national parks but in any area where there is Crown
land — that is, beds and banks of rivers — to prevent a
pipeline going ahead.
I subscribe to the view that Victoria is very well served
by its pipeline network, that Victoria has a vibrant oil
and gas exploration industry and it depends upon the
capacity of pipelines to convey those materials to points
north, south, east and west, and we do not want to be
mucked around by some odd green minister being
manipulated by the Greens or Environment Victoria or
Greenpeace, or one of those antidevelopment groups. I
think it is really incumbent upon the fact that the
minister — —
Ms Romanes — Even Greens like their pipelines.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — The Greens like the
pipelines when they provide some heating to their
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houses or oil for their cars, but they do not like it so
much in theory, do they? It is the sort of practice that
they like, and that is the problem. A little bit of
inconsistency always seems to creep into the positions
that they take on some of these issues. I remain slightly
concerned that we might have the left of the Labor
Party versus the right of the Labor Party and we could
find ourselves with a major project being stalled or held
up.
Mr Lenders — That is a Hamer Liberal government
versus a Doyle Liberal government!
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — There are a number of
ways I could respond to that interjection, but I am sure
the Acting President is about to tell me that interjections
are disorderly and it would be better if I did not.
However, that being the case, let me point out that
under a Hamer Liberal government, there is no doubt
that the development of this state continued at a pace
before it hit the brick wall of the Cain and Kirner
governments, which stopped the state in its tracks.
Under a Doyle Liberal government, however, you will
see the accelerator pedal flat to the floor as Victoria
takes off again after it hit the wall under the Bracks
government. I see no difference at all between a Hamer
government and a Doyle government, particularly when
it comes to economic development in Victoria, the
provision of jobs, and a vibrant economic, social,
environmental and sustainable Victoria — in fact, a
Victoria that we would all be proud to live in once we
changed the government.
I do not have a lot more I wish to add other than to
thank the various people who spent a lot of time with
me going through some aspects of the legislation. In
particular, there were some concerns raised with me
about Crown land administration issues, and certainly
some of the third-party access stuff, while I agree with
Mr Hall that it is really important that it happen, we
need to be very careful that by allowing third-party
access to easements we do not make it difficult for
future already planned pipes in that area to be
compromised. I am aware that recently a
telecommunications channel was laid along the Sydney
gas pipeline, and it was laid right on the edge because
of the proposal that there be in the remaining part of the
easement an additional pipe, so we need to be careful
about that. I equally remain concerned about third
party-access to the pipes themselves. I am not sure that
there is sufficient heed paid to the existing operator in
relation to that. The minister now has the right to come
along and say, ‘Yes, it is your pipeline, but you will
carry X’ — someone else’s amount — and I am not
sure that that is handled — —
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Ms Romanes — It is not as straightforward as that.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — It is relatively
straightforward. Yes, there is a process to follow
through, but if you look at it — and the legislation is
quite clear on this — this is one of those bills where
there is a requirement for consultation for one proposal,
but not for the other. If there is a requirement in the
legislation for there to be some consultation before
there can be this sort of access for the easement, why
should not that same language be used in relation to
access to the pipe itself? If we are doing a rewrite —
and this is what this is, and we are happy to have the
rewrite because we think it is a better piece of
legislation — I would think there should some
consistency in that regard. We do not oppose the
legislation.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I would
like to thank Mr Dalla-Riva, Mr Hall, Ms Romanes and
Mr Forwood for their contributions and for their good
wishes on the speedy passage of the bill. There are a
number of issues that the opposition and The Nationals
raised specifically, and I will certainly ask the
minister’s advisers and the department to take those
particular issues up with individual members. I wish the
bill a speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
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Great Otway National Park. This will be incorporated
into the existing Otway National Park, which has
approximately 40 000 hectares and Angahook-Lorne,
Carlisle and Melba Gully state parks, plus additional
areas of state forest and Crown land reserves. In
addition, it will establish a new 39 265 hectare Otway
Forest Park. This new category of park will provide for
some recreational use not normally permitted in
national parks. Five existing sawlog and pulpwood
licences will be allowed to continue in the forest until
their expiry in 2008. This bill also will end sawlog and
pulpwood harvesting in the native forests of the Otway
Ranges. Clause 35(5) of the bill amends the Forests Act
to ensure that no new licences can be granted in the
area covered by the national park and the proposed
forest park.
It provides for other protection measures for areas
associated with the new parks, such as designated water
supply catchment areas, survey work requirements to
define the boundary of the Great Ocean Road and
associated arterial road reserves and lease arrangements
for the Cape Otway Lighthouse Reserve. There are
minor administrative amendments to the Port Campbell
National Park, the Dandenong Ranges, Kinglake and
Yarra Ranges national parks and Warrandyte State
Park — almost all of the Melbourne Water land
recommended for park inclusion in 1994. There are
some other additions to the Aire, Mitchell and
Wonnangatta heritage reserves, and the bill amends the
Fisheries Act to allow existing commercial eel licences
to continue in the Great Otway National Park. We can
see that this is what is actually happening.

Passed remaining stages.

NATIONAL PARKS (OTWAYS AND
OTHER AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 September; motion of
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government).
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I am not so
sure that I do have pleasure in speaking on this bill, but
I am speaking on this bill and for the record the Liberal
Party will not be opposing this bill. First of all I will go
through what it is about and then I will come to the
concerns that I personally have with it. I have spoken in
this place before about my concerns about Parks
Victoria as managers, but let us deal with this bill first.
The purpose of the National Parks (Otways and Other
Amendments) Bill is to amend the National Parks Act
1975 and other acts to establish a new 102 470-hectare

The government claims it has a mandate to proceed
with the new forest park after the 2002 election, and I
will come back to that in a moment. But the manner in
which the government has gone about implementing
this legislation, together with the concerns associated
with the future management and the effect it will have
on local communities, are the reasons we have concerns
with this bill.
I want to put this debate into a framework and look at it
in the context of the establishment of national parks
across the state. I remind honourable members that it is
not the Labor Party that has a mandate on national
parks. This state has a very proud heritage of a
bipartisan approach to the establishment of national
parks and parks across the state. Every member of this
chamber and the Parliament can take some comfort
from the fact that we work closely and cooperatively
for all Victorians to make sure we have a healthy parks
system so we in Australia can be proud of our
wonderful national parks.
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I put on the record a chronology of the establishment of
parks in this state. I go back to 1837 when the police
corps set aside 2558 acres as grazing land for their
horses and as headquarters for the Aboriginal tracker
detachment. This area became known as the
Dandenong Police Paddocks and was later part of the
Churchill National Park. In 1882 the Fern Tree Gully
reserve of 412 acres was declared for public recreation
and to protect the fern gullies following a request from
three local men to the Minister for Agriculture. In 1892
the Tower Hill National Park Act was passed. It was
sponsored by the local member of Parliament, Sir Brian
O’Loghlen, and created the Tower Hill National Park
of 1475 acres.
In 1905 a permanent reservation of 75 057 acres was
made at Wilsons Promontory after a deputation was
made to the Minister for Lands. In 1907 the lower
entrance to Werribee Gorge was established. In 1909 a
reservation of 750 acres was made in Tarra Valley. In
1915 a sanctuary was declared over Hattah Lakes. I
remind the chamber that Hattah Lakes is the chosen site
for the toxic waste dump that the government is going
to impose upon the people of Victoria, but look at its
very fine heritage. It was established in 1915, but this
government will wreck it. It should have a close look at
what it is going to do.
I look at the breadth and depth of parks established in
this state. In 1928 just over 13 000 acres was
established for the Kinglake National Park. In 1956 the
National Parks Act was passed providing for the control
of all national parks in Victoria. This was the first act of
its kind in Australia, and it is pleasing to see that
Victoria implemented that very first National Parks Act
in 1956. That is probably before many people in this
chamber were born.
In 1964 there was provision for the National Parks Act
to incorporate the Port Campbell National Park of
1750 acres. In 1978 a range of different places were
incorporated and recognised as important additions to
the park system in this state. Provision was made for
Warby Range, Cape Nelson, Cathedral Range,
Gippsland Lakes and Lake Albacutya to be included in
the national parks system, which gave a breadth and
depth to the park system in this state, as indeed did the
Terrick Terrick National Park which was established in
1999 to create a grassland park so we could see
different types of parks in this state. That is one of the
strengths in our park system. But it is not just iconic
national parks such as Wilsons Promontory, Mount
Buffalo or other areas; we do have Hattah Lakes and
the Sunset Murray parks and Terrick Terrick and a
range of parks that show what national parks are like in
this state.
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In 1996 the National Parks Service became part of the
new Department of Natural Resources and
Environment. Parks Victoria was established on
12 December 1996. It amalgamated the service delivery
functions of the National Parks Service and Melbourne
Parks and Waterways. As I have said in this chamber
many times, I was part of that inaugural board. I have
also said that we started with such hope but most of
those hopes have since been dashed.
The chamber should recognise the strength of the
Liberal governments, because this has been a bipartisan
approach. I remind the chamber that when Sir Rupert
Hamer died last year many fine tributes in both this
place and the other place were paid to him. A range of
members of different persuasions recognised what he
gave to the environment and the establishment of parks
in this state. The Minister for Environment in the other
place gave huge praise to Sir Rupert and said in his
contribution:
… the Land Conservation Council, our system of state and
national parks, a new ministry of conservation … green
wedges, the development of the Environment Protection
Authority and Victoria’s reputation as the Garden State.

He gave accolades to Sir Rupert for all those attributes.
It is good to see the deep-seated bipartisan attitude to
national parks in this state. All of us in this place feel
we belong to a process that recognises those attributes.
Even Ms Garbutt, a former opposition spokesperson for
the environment in the other place, said about
Sir Rupert:
His was indeed a time of major reforms. The emphasis was
on the arts, equality and social justice, and the environment.

She also recognised the strength that he put into that
area.
The Minister for Finance also gave a fine tribute to
Sir Rupert Hamer. He is reported as saying:
He ensured there was a focus within government for the
creation of new national parks and reserves.

It is important to see that we agree that we want parks
in this state.
I want to explain again that the opposition’s concerns
do not relate to the issue of parks but to the process. It is
the way this was first announced and the way it has
been implemented that have caused our concerns; it is
not with the establishment of another national park.
That is not the issue at all. I welcome, as I have done in
this chamber before, additional parks in our state, and I
am proud of the fact that we belong to a state that has a
number of national parks in it. The establishment of this
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park came about as a blatant political process, and that
is why I have such concerns about it.
I go back to when it was announced on the eve of the
2002 election. Going back prior to that the state had
gone to enormous trouble to establish a regional forest
agreement to give security to the loggers in the Otways,
who felt they had security and needed security because,
as I remind the chamber, there is an enormous amount
of plant and expense associated with logging. Logging
trucks are expensive and the parts and equipment are
expensive — and they needed some certainty. They
were given certainty in the regional forest agreement.
Many of us will remember — it is probably etched into
our minds — the Premier going to the Otways. I have a
copy of Labor’s plan to ensure that Victoria’s forests
were here to stay. They have not changed the
terminology much because ‘We’re here to stay’ is a
catchcry the government is using a lot. It was
authorised and prepared by R. Lindell, a good man.
It said that its policy was a new future for the Otways.
As I have just said, the people in the Otways and in the
towns with established logging believed they had
certainty of tenure for a set time, but suddenly that was
overturned. The policy said:
Building on the success of the buyback of licences, the
Bracks government will provide $14 million over the next
four years to:
Immediately reduce woodchipping and logging in the
Otways by 25 per cent, following the surrender of a
major timber licence.
…
As further licences are surrendered or expire, provide
further protection to other native forest areas in the
Otway Ranges and complete the exit from native forests
in the Otways by 2008.

This overturned totally the understanding of loggers in
the Otways. It was a political ploy to pick up votes in
areas such as Torquay. If you have a look at the politics
of it you can say that the politics were successful,
because we got a whole lot of new and, I might add,
very ineffectual members of Parliament from the Labor
Party, although the Liberal Party vote in Polwarth
increased considerably. In fact, I think it is the safest
seat in country Victoria fo rthe Liberals. The
government then decided it would put the whole
process back to front. Normally the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council (VEAC) would
come up with a recommendation to the government,
and the government would have a closer look at it. This
time the government said, ‘This is a political issue, so
we have decided this is a political policy and you will
make this happen’. The government went through the
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antics, and they were just that — antics. The
government managed to alienate just about everybody,
but that did not deter it.
I turn to some submissions and comments that people
made to VEAC. I turn first to the submission of Four
Wheel Drive Victoria dated 5 December 2003. The
introduction states:
For this reason it is difficult to understand why VEAC feels it
necessary to assist the Victorian government to honour an
election pledge that essentially destroys its own independence
and credibility. We cite page 6 of the discussion paper, which
states:
The terms of reference were amended to reflect the
commitments made in the Forests and National Parks
2002 election policy.

The submission further states:
We ask, ‘What is the real agenda here?’. We ask that VEAC
look at the issues that affect the whole community, as well as
the issues that affect the environment. A balance between
these concerns needs to be achieved for the wellbeing of all.
We believe this will be better achieved by improved
arrangement policies and implementation procedures, rather
than creating a national park.

VEAC managed to alienate just about all of the people
it dealt with. I turn to what happened on 12 August
2004 at Apollo Bay, where there was a large rally. I
think Mr Hall was at that rally. In a press release of that
date the Bush Users Group said:
They will be sending Premier Bracks the message that
national parks have failed the people of Victoria. National
parks destroy forest. National parks are a national disgrace.
‘We oppose the expansion of the Otway National Park and
we have no confidence in the VEAC process’, said Steven
Lawson, president of the Otway BUG affiliate, Timber
Communities Australia.

It went on to quote another local as having said:
‘We are determined to protect the future of our children and
will not let Mr Bracks take away the opportunities that our
past and present generations have enjoyed’, said Mrs
Rosemary Vulcz of the Otway TCA. ‘Every child should
have the right to fish, play ball, make noise, walk their dog,
ride a horse, sit around a campfire and have fun in the forest.
Premier Bracks seems determined to take away the simple
enjoyment of life from all Victorians just to please green
fanatics’.

Many people will agree with that. It was a blatant
political ploy, and that is what the government did. I
have another letter from Rosemary Vulcz dated
16 April 2004 addressed to the councillors of VEAC. It
says:
The VEAC process has been one of the most negative
experiences I have found myself involved with as a direct
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result of living in a small rural community. It is adversarial in
nature with the inevitable outcome of winners and losers in a
district that was cohesive, diverse and tolerant.

That is an extraordinary indictment of the process,
which was against the needs of the community and
against listening to what the community had to say.
However, earlier this year Minister Thwaites from the
other place decided to go down and splash money
around. We have to remember that Minister Thwaites
loves to be in a photograph, particularly in his Speedos
at St Kilda in summer. On this occasion he went to the
Otways to hug trees and have his photograph taken in
the forest. This time he decided to make some
announcements. The sad part about Minister Thwaites
is that he believes his own spin. In a press release of
2 January 2005 — which is a low news time, so the
cameras are out there, and he was very pleased with
that because he had a suntan at that stage — the
minister said:
It means that by 2008, when logging is phased out of the
Otways, 19 projects will be completed to strengthen tourism
in the region and provide economic growth and jobs for local
townships.

He went on to say:
The government believes tourism will be an increasingly
important economic driver for the Otway hinterland …

I go back to the debate we had in this place on the
box-ironbark forests. That was a similar debate to this,
in which local people were very concerned. The Bush
Users Group put up a good argument on the
box-ironbark issue. They were good lobbyists, and they
made their presence felt. They were promised that
tourism would solve all of their ills and that ecotourism
would be the thing of the future — ecotourism would
make everything well. I would like to hear from the
government on what has transpired with ecotourism.
What are the figures on the box-ironbark issue? I
suspect they are not very high. It would be extremely
interesting to know. In the press release the minister
says that the projects, of which there are 19, will
include:
… Upgrade of short walk opportunities at Erskine Falls …
A major redevelopment at Triplet Falls …
Development of mountain bike trails in the forests of the
Otways …
Construction of a track for walkers and bikes to link the
township of Forrest to the beautiful Lake Elizabeth.

I ask the minister how many local jobs will be involved
in setting up these bike tracks and so on. I notice the
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Parliamentary Secretary for Environemnt is in the
chamber, and I hope in her debate she can answer — —
Mr Lenders — She is a very good parliamentary
secretary.
Hon. ANDREA COOTE — I think she is a very
good parliamentary secretary. I suggest she is better
than the minister. She is far better than the minister. She
is far more effective and gets much greater respect in
the community than the minister. I am hoping she will
answer my questions, because I would sincerely like to
know how many local jobs there will be initially in
setting up these new projects, whether a local contractor
will be used in setting these things up and indeed how
many long-term jobs are expected from these new
projects. What is the sustainability? I am not certain
that the parliamentary secretary has been to Forrest, but
Forrest is a very interesting town that has been built
upon logging. Its basic lifeblood has been logging, and
it will be extremely interesting to see into the future
how many sustainable long-term jobs there will be in
ecotourism for these people. I hope there will be, but I
am doubtful and concerned.
More worrying was an announcement that came from
one of the Labor cohorts, who is a former chief
executive officer of that highly unsuccessful Surf Coast
Shire Council. I remind the chamber that this council
under Julie Hansen, the former chief executive officer,
went $12 million into deficit. The councillors were
given a rap across the knuckles by this government,
which was not brave enough to dismiss them because
they are all Labor mates. The reality is there was a
$12 million deficit which has never been adequately
explained. This government can have a witch-hunt on a
Liberal-leaning council such as Glen Eira, but when it
comes to Surf Coast, which has a huge amount of
problems, it only gives it a rap across the knuckles.
Let us go back and see what happened to Julie Hansen,
the same person who sent Surf Coast broke. In an Age
article of 21 January she said that the Surf Coast was
pushing for a toll to pay for the tourist influx. I have not
seen the government refute this anywhere. The article
by Royce Millar says:
Visitors to the Great Ocean Road would pay a tourist levy or
toll under a controversial proposal to raise money for tourism
infrastructure.
…
Ms Hansen, who is president of the Victorian Local
Governance Association, said it was ‘inevitable’ that either a
manual or e-tag-style levy would be imposed on Surf Coast
tourists …
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Another article in the Age of 22 January by Royce
Millar says:
The state government’s most senior adviser on coastal
planning has called for public debate on the controversial
proposal for a toll on visitors to the Great Ocean Road.
Victorian Coastal Council chairwoman Di James stopped
short of backing a toll but said, ‘I welcome the debate’.

This is a totally hypocritical debate by the government.
On the one hand Minister Thwaites said in January he
was going to plough a lot of money into tourism and
ecotourism to substitute for the lack of logging, and on
the other hand the head of one of the government
agencies, Di James, is suggesting that there is going to
be a toll on the Great Ocean Road. I would like some
clarity on this and I hope the Parliamentary Secretary
for Environment will be able to clear this up and say
there will be no tolls on that road.
We should also have a closer look at what Parks
Victoria does in this state. I was on the inaugural board,
and I have to confess I was on the panel that appointed
the current chief executive officer, Mark Stone. It is no
secret that I find that to have been an extremely
disappointing appointment. We only have to look at
what he has been doing to see that the board should
have a closer look at his activities. I have said this in
this chamber before and I hope the parliamentary
secretary will one day take me up on this. It is not all
Mark Stone’s fault because if you have a look at the
Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) figures for
2002–03, you can see Victoria is a long way behind on
per capita funding for parks. In one sense I have a lot of
criticism of Mark Stone, but the government needs to
give him more adequate funding to enable us to keep up
with other states. These ABS statistics say that New
South Wales spent $58 per head on national parks; the
Northern Territory spent $223; Western Australia spent
$48, Tasmania spent $73 and Victoria spent a very low
$26.55 per head per year. It is absolutely appalling. We
are going backwards. We are not seen to be excellent in
our parks delivery. This government does not care
about parks and does not give them adequate funding.
The ABS statistics tell it all. We know it gave funding
in the last budget, but on a per capita basis we have
seen the proof in these statistics.
Parks Victoria is very narrow-minded in matters
relating to community involvement in national parks.
Its by-line is ‘healthy parks, healthy people’ but in fact
its attitude is not parks for people; it wants to keep
people out of parks. It is inconvenient and messy to
have people in parks. Go to Errinundra or
Croajingolong and see how happy it is to have you
there. It does not encourage people to visit the parks or
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to be involved with the management of the parks. That
is my issue.
It is short-sighted when it comes to the management of
parks in this state. It has not been visionary and looking
into the future. It has not actually had a close look at
what it could do better. More people would react
positively if they were allowed to be involved. These
parks are restrictive. User groups that care the most for
the parks are not included in the business plans or their
development. The user groups, four-wheel drivers and
other local groups that want to be involved are not
included in the business plans which have all been
done; they were not asked to be part of them. It is a lack
of vision on the part of the senior management of Parks
Victoria that they have not been looked into. We should
find a solution and take a closer look at what we could
do. This is a disappointment I have with this bill.
I would like to have a look at what they do in other
countries. The United States of America and some of its
mega-national parks do it far better than we do. It
would be a good idea to have a closer look at what
America does. I encourage members to look at a
briefing paper the member for Benambra in another
place wrote on a tour in 2002. He looked at a number of
large parks in the United States of America and Canada
with a view to learning how we could manage parks
better by involving local people in them. I will quote
from his paper because we can learn some lessons from
it. The solution it gives might be viable for the
development of this new forest park. There is no doubt
that a forest park is going to be difficult. I do not
believe the current park management in Victoria has
any understanding of how it is going to balance the
various needs within this park. We need to include the
locals and the people who are going to use the park to a
far greater degree than has been considered to date.
The brief from the member for Benambra says he
looked at Yosemite National Park, which was facing a
number of issues that we in this state have looked at.
One was unsuppressed fires, and for that we do not
have to look further than the controlled burn at Wilsons
Promontory that got out of hand. At Yosemite
unsuppressed fires were causing increased danger to
surrounding private land — a similar issue to what
happened in Victoria. Other issues were the loss of
visitor amenity when a large wildfire was not
suppressed — and we know about that; an arrogance in
decision making by the park when local communities
believed their interests were not being considered; and
changes being contemplated to restrict entrance to the
park by bus alone, which would have excluded all cars.
At Yosemite they had a series of consultations with the
local people, welcomed the user groups and came up

NATIONAL PARKS (OTWAYS AND OTHER AMENDMENTS) BILL
874

COUNCIL

with some solutions. I hope park management here
takes those on board and has a closer look at them,
because we may find some solutions towards ensuring
that the forest park which is being incorporated in this
bill actually does work.
Yosemite welcomed as many user groups as possible in
the development of the park and its management,
particularly in the areas that they used most. The most
impressive change has been with the climbing groups.
They were very macho and did not take kindly to any
changes the park introduced to their areas, but they
worked closely with the park and came up with a
solution. This group is now totally involved in the park
management and has given over 10 000 hours of
voluntary work. I think everyone in this chamber would
acknowledge the enormous amount of voluntary work
that is put in right across this state. I know for a fact that
the volunteers in the park system do an extraordinarily
good job and save the government and our community
an enormous amount of money. They should be
recognised and given credit for the work they do. I
would like to see here, as has happened in Yosemite, a
greater use of volunteers in the decision-making
process for forest parks.
In the United States of America community groups are
welcome to help control different plant species. I have
talked in this chamber about ragwort and feral animals,
noxious weeds, blackberries and all these issues, and
when we are talking about the Otways ragwort is a
significant problem. In fact all the local people would
acknowledge that Parks Victoria is an appalling
neighbour. Ragwort is rampant through the Otways. I
invite the government to go back and spend some
money in light of what other states are spending on the
reduction of noxious weeds in this very beautiful park.
It is important that they do it.
Another park that was looked at was in the Algonquin
Park in Canada. Again, that park has welcomed user
groups and commercial groups and everyone who has
enjoyed or is interested in the park. They prioritised the
building of a first-class information centre to be located
in the middle of the park. They welcomed the Friends
of the Park and added a boardwalk alongside the park
management, and developed policies and plans for the
management of the park. They introduced a complete
and far-sighted vision of park management and it is still
seen to be a very successful model.
Twelve years ago there were only 49 tour bus licences
to visit the Algonquin Park. Now there are 750, and
each bus injects $2000 a day into the community. That
has enhanced the park. The success of this management
system has been staggering and instead of turning
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people away it has instead encouraged people to be part
of it and custom has increased. There is not time for me
to give more details of these two examples, but I do
encourage the parliamentary secretary to have a closer
look at that to see if some of these excellent suggestions
could be used in the management of this forest park,
because, quite frankly, I do not think that Mark Stone
and his team are up to it.
The point I wish to end on is a major concern that I
have with the freedom of information (FOI) system
with Parks Victoria. We had put in a series of FOI
requests to Parks Victoria for some acknowledgment of
and details of the expenditure by Parks Victoria on the
running of its accounts for entertainment, food, alcohol,
accommodation, travel and personal expenses incurred
by Mr Mark Stone. I have to tell you that we had the
most extraordinary answer from the FOI officer of
Parks Victoria who said that it would take 200 to
300 staff members of Parks Victoria to answer the
questions.
That is extraordinary. If we have 200 to 300 people out
there doing work on this, that is absurd. Surely, when
Mr Mark Stone has an invoice it could be easily
retrieved, yet here we have this extraordinary situation.
The reality behind this is not the FOI request, but that
he is hiding something. He does not want the
opposition to know what is being spent in those areas.
This state expects open and transparent government.
This government has a platform of open and transparent
government. It should be open and transparent. We
want to see it. But I do not believe for 1 minute that it
could possibly take 200 to 300 people to give us the
information we want. What is he hiding? I would like
some answers.
When you look at this bill you can see that there are
many areas about which the Liberal Party is going to be
very interested to see the outcome. We encourage the
government to put some more money in. We definitely
need more rangers. I know there has been an attempt,
but I do not believe it has gone far enough. I believe the
process has been flawed. The process was politically
driven. It has not taken the community with it. It does
not look as if it will take the community with it into the
future. It should be incorporating a whole range of
groups, such as the four-wheel drive owners that I have
spoken about, bushwalkers, climbers and the green
groups. All those people have not been properly
included in this. In fact I believe this is just a very poor
attempt and a blatantly politically driven bill.
The opposition is not opposing the bill. We will watch
it. It will be extremely interesting to see the outcome. I
hope this government takes on board some of the issues
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I have raised today, and indeed I look forward to
hearing the contributions of other members in the
house.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — In the
second-reading speech the minister espoused the
government’s usual feelgood rhetoric that we are
getting so used to appearing in its second-reading
speeches and its gloatings about its green credentials. It
is all rather tired old terminology designed to purely
appease the naive green gushings of the typical
suburbanites. It certainly does not appease people who
live in country Victoria. In terms of this legislation and
similar legislation it is the terminology this government
continues to use without any factual basis, for it really
gets up the noses of people living in country Victoria. It
is obviously getting up the noses of a few of the
members on government benches today. They are
getting a bit excited at a few of the comments already;
perhaps they will get a bit excited with a few of my
latter comments as well.
What we have heard, and we have heard it all before, is
this government gloating about marine national parks,
gloating about the Box-Ironbark National Park, gloating
about Our Forests Our Future — or perhaps I should
call it what all my constituents call it ‘Our Forests No
Future’ for people in East Gippsland — gloating about
mountain cattlemen being kicked out of the Alpine
National Park, and now we are seeing the government
gloating again about the Otways national park bill.
What we have not heard in terms of all those issues is
the government talking about the fishing industry jobs
that have been taken away. Nor do we hear much about
the timber industry jobs that have been axed. Nor have
we heard it talk much about the firewood industry and
the firewood supplies in central Victoria that have been
absolutely decimated. Nor do we hear it talk any more
about high-country grazing and that tradition that has
been taken away from country people. Nor do we hear
it talk about, in terms of the Otways bill, the number of
timber jobs that have been lost because of the creation
of this bill, the loss of grazing availability because of
the creation of this bill, or the further restrictions that
have been placed on recreational users of these areas. In
fact, government members do not seem to have too
much interest at all in the concept of this bill because
they are not even bothering to listen.
In respect to the issues I have itemised — marine
national parks, the Box-Ironbark National Park, Our
Forests No Future, the ban on mountain cattlemen in
the high-country alpine park, and again today in the
Otways national park bill — I am proud to say that The
Nationals is the only party that has opposed each of
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relevant pieces of legislation that has gone through this
Parliament. Our record remains intact with our
opposition today to this National Parks (Otways and
Other Amendments) Bill. Ours has been the only party
to consistently stand up for country Victoria with
respect to these matters.
I have explained before, and I will explain again today
for the information of the ignorant on my left, and your
right, Mr Acting President, why we stand by those
decisions. But first I want to take up the point made by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and agree
wholeheartedly with her comments about the process
employed by the government with respect to where we
are today with legislation before this chamber — the
process. Let me go back to the document I have in my
hands a copy of the Forests and National Parks —
Labor’s Plan to ensure Victoria’s Forests are Here to
Stay policy document, including the motto ‘Bracks.
Listens. Acts’. This was the Labor Party’s policy prior
to — and the date is important — the 2002 election. On
page 1, about halfway down the page, point 1 headed
‘A new future for the Otways’ states Labor will:
Create a single national park, extending from Anglesea to
Cape Otway following the Great Ocean Road on the eastern
side …

If that was the government’s intention, why did it drag
many hundreds of innocent Victorians through the
charade of a Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council (VEAC) process? The deal was already done;
there was a predetermined agenda. We knew. The
Bracks government said that if it was re-elected it was
going to have a new Otways national park. It explained
in this policy document what it was going to do to the
timber industry: it was going to put a stop to all timber
harvesting in the Otways, and it said it there, by 2008. It
was detailed in the policy. Why then did we have to go
through a VEAC process? It is all on a predetermined
agenda. That is what really gets up people’s noses,
because the process that people have to go through is
just a charade. We saw it again with the Box-Ironbark
National Park. We even saw it with the banning of the
mountain cattlemen from the high country. It was a
charade: a backbench committee was put in place to
justify a predetermined agenda.
This is a process that this government is embarking on
time after time. That is why its policies and actions are
getting up the noses of people who live in country
Victoria. And it will be reflected in about November of
next year. That is when the views of the country people
will be reflected in terms of a ballot box vote. I say
these things with no criticism at all of members of the
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council. Let me
say this: they have a task to do and they do it to the best
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of their ability, given the directions and the resources
given to them by the government. It is a farce that the
people of Victoria are asked to go through such a
process when there is a predetermined outcome, as
outlined in the Labor Party’s 2002 election policies.
As I said, it happened before with box-ironbark, marine
national parks, and the mountain cattlemen ban, and
unfortunately it will happen again with the riverine red
gum. Again, when you look at page 11 of this Labor
Party policy, similar sentiments are being expressed.
What does it say here? Under the heading ‘Protection
for river red gums’ it states:
Labor will provide a reference to the Victorian Environmental
Assessment Council to investigate the creation of a chain of
multiple-use parks on public land along the Murray River
from Yarrawonga to Swan Hill and a uniform regime for the
Murray with NSW.

I will be very interested to see what the 2006 election
policy from the Labor Party is, because it will not
simply be ‘investigate the creation’.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — I will bet you $20, Mr Smith,
that it will say ‘will create a chain of multiple-use
parks’. If he has any guts and faith in his own party he
will take on that bet, because that is what will be in the
2006 election policy, just like this policy about the
Otways national park. The people of northern Victoria
will have inflicted on them a process which will be
absolutely no use for them to participate in because this
Labor government has a predetermined agenda for the
river red gum area in the northern part of Victoria. It
reflects extremely poorly on this government that it
inflicts this hoax upon good Victorians who embark on
and make submissions to these processes with all sorts
of goodwill.
On page 1 the election policy document I have just
referred to outlines the Bracks government’s gloating
about its having created 540 000 hectares of forests
under either the National Parks Act or under forest
reserve systems in its first term of government. With
this bill we are now seeing another 100 000 hectares in
total protected, 60 000 hectares of that being in the form
of national park and 40 000 hectares being in the form
of forest park. That may sound terrific and the
government may think it has something to sell with
those figures, but I challenge people to think seriously
now about whether it is actually environmentally sound
to keep adding to that base of national parks that we
have in Victoria.
For each hectare of national park that you create you
remove timber resource availability. We have seen a
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huge reduction — about a 50 per cent reduction — in
timber resource availability in this state under the
Bracks government, particularly following the
introduction of the Our Forests Our Future policy and
now the creation of the national park. That is fine, but if
we are reducing timber resource availability in Victoria
does that mean that we all cut back on our use of timber
products commensurately? Perhaps we should be using
steel on our home frames now instead of timber.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Is that more environmentally
friendly, Mr Smith, to mine iron ore, use electricity to
process it into steel and use steel instead of timber for
our house frames? Timber is a renewable product, and
it is far more environmentally friendly to use timber
instead of steel.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — But you are happy, so you go
ahead and use steel or whatever you want to. Perhaps
we should use plastic chairs instead of timber chairs.
That might be a way to get an appropriate reduction in
our timber use. Perhaps we should all have a target to
cut back on the amount of paper that we use. We are
taking away timber availability, so perhaps we need to
cut back our reliance on timber and timber products.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Are you going to cut back on
the paper that you use? Is this government going to cut
back on the paper it uses? There is absolutely no way
that will happen. In recent years our society has become
more paper dependent than it has ever been, and there
has been no regard given to cutting back our reliance on
timber and timber products. As Mr Drum reminds me,
Australia still has a $2 billion net deficit in timber and
timber-related products. We are happy to take and use
rainforest timber from countries in Asia and South
America instead of harvesting the product we have here
in Australia.
Hon. R. G. Mitchell interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Do you think they do it better
than us in Asia and South America, Mr Mitchell? Do
you think they have better accredited forest programs
than we have in this country? You would be a fool to
think they have. We are far more environmentally
responsible in managing and harvesting the timber
resources that we have in this country. But we have said
that we will lock ours up and just continue to take all of
our needs from some of the Asian and South American
countries. I do not think they are any better stewards of

NATIONAL PARKS (OTWAYS AND OTHER AMENDMENTS) BILL
Wednesday, 14 September 2005

COUNCIL

the environment than us. They certainly do not have
certified timber harvesting practices. On that basis
alone I do not think you can argue that locking away
timber resources in the form of national parks or the
resource availability measures the government now has
under VicForest legislation are sound environmental
moves.
I want to comment on plantations. With this bill the
government has claimed that a lot of the timber
processing and harvesting jobs will be replaced by
plantation harvesting. ‘Plantations’ has become a bit of
a buzz word. We in this country are nowhere near being
self-reliant on plantations, and I do not think we ever
will be. I think there will always be a need for native
forest harvesting — that is, unless in time we lock up
all of our native forests as protected forest areas. Some
of those timber plantations will not come online for
sawlog harvesting availability for at least the next
50 years. I also want members to think about the impact
of plantations in a couple of other ways. I refer to the
impact of plantations on communities. When you turn a
farm — say a dairy farm or a sheep farm in the Western
District — into a plantation you displace a family or a
couple of families in the local communities.
Hon. D. K. Drum — There goes the school.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Yes, there goes the school,
because the small school down the road loses three or
four kids when people actively move away from those
small rural communities. Let us remember that
plantations have a social impact. Is it sensible to turn
good dairy country into a plantation timber harvesting
area? I would have thought that dairy products would
bring a far higher return are far higher when
value-added than timber products. We are now seeing
much good-quality land being turned into plantation
timber areas, with an adverse impact on local
communities. Plantations are not the be all and end all. I
do not think that in the foreseeable future at least we
will ever move away from relying on native forests to
relying on plantations. It will take a long time and will
have a severe impact on communities.
The other question I want to ask the chamber to
consider about the environmental impact of banning
timber harvesting in some of our native forests is
whether old forests are environmentally better than new
forests. What happens when we harvest a forest is no
different to what happens when we harvest any other
crop, like Mr Bishop’s barley crop or something
similar. We go out there and harvest it in one year, we
reseed, we grow and we regrow — and it regenerates. It
is the same with timber. It has a longer life cycle, for
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sure, but it is something which regenerates and regrows
after it has been harvested.
As to carbon dioxide absorption, old trees get to a point
when they stop growing, and once they stop growing
they do not absorb CO2. Carbon dioxide is best
absorbed as trees and plant vegetation are in their most
prolific growing period, so it is a healthy situation for a
forest in terms of carbon dioxide absorption to have a
mix in the age of the trees so that new ones are growing
up all the time and absorbing the carbon dioxide.
Environmentally, in terms of CO2 absorption, once a
tree gets old it stops absorbing it, and as it starts
dropping limbs and leaves and rotting on the forest
floor it actually gets to a point where it is a negative
CO2 absorber and is adding to rather than reducing CO2
emissions. You have to think about forests
environmentally and the benefit of having new forests
as opposed to leaving forests old forever and not
harvesting at all.
In trying to explain some of this to people who think
differently than I do, I draw an analogy with your own
domestic garden. Your garden looks best if you cut
back, prune, replace and weed each year. Yes, during
the winter months it looks a bit barren at times and not
the best, but come spring you will see the benefits of all
of that pruning, the taking out of the old stock, the
planting of the new stuff and the weeding you have
undertaken when the garden springs back to life. Our
forests behave in exactly the same way. You can
harvest them so long as they are regenerated.
Sometimes that occurs by the spreading of seed or
naturally by fire. They grow back, and that creates a
healthy forest.
The point I am making is that it is all about
management. If you want to manage something and
protect and preserve it for future generations, you do
not just leave it be. You try to manage it in a sensible
way to ensure its longevity as you do with your garden.
If you do not tend your garden, after a period of years it
dies back, looks a mess and is in a terrible state. It is the
same with our forests. You have to manage them in a
certain way, and that can be by man interfering or at
certain times by fire.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Before the dinner break I was
about halfway through my contribution on the National
Parks (Otways and Other Amendments) Bill. I was
challenging the house to think a bit more seriously
about the environmental impact of creating national
parks. I was suggesting that there are two sides to this
argument and one should be prepared to look at both of
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them. I was in the process of making the comment that
in some ways old forests are not as environmentally
friendly as new forests in terms of the absorption of
CO2 gases: new forests absorb greater levels of CO2
than older forests. I was also suggesting that harvesting
can be an excellent management tool in itself. I drew an
analogy between that and pruning and removing older
plants from a garden — managing a garden is no
different to managing a forest area.
Timber harvesting in itself can be an excellent
environmental management tool. Two other uses of
those public land areas can also be good management
tools. For example, four-wheel driving is a good
management tool for keeping tracks open. Allowing
recreational hunting can also be a good management
tool, if it is used for the elimination of vermin in those
forest areas. The point I make in respect of this matter
is that use can be a very good management tool. It is a
tool which should be employed more often by
government in managing its public lands.
That being said, I want to move on and make particular
comment on the Otways. I would be the first to
acknowledge that the Otways is a beautiful part of
Victoria. I know that it is relatively close to where
people live and visit. Geographically and
demographically it is a lot closer to where people live
than many of the Gippsland forests, for example, so it is
ideally located to be a national park. However, it is the
view of The Nationals that just because we want to give
it that classification, that does not mean to say that it
needs to be a locked away national park —
multiple-use national park areas can be equally
effective.
As has been shown in the past, The Nationals are not
opposed to national parks per se. That was evidenced
by recent legislation to create the Point Nepean
National Park, which we supported. However, we also
say that on balance we probably have enough parks in
Victoria now and you cannot simply keep adding more
and more national parks to the land base in Victoria and
expect there to be no consequences. In respect to the
Otways National Park, we say that if this government
believes this area of land in the Otways is worthy of
being a national park — 100 000 hectares of park — it
should look to dereserve existing national park area
somewhere else in Victoria. We think that on balance
we have enough. Almost one-fifth of the state is now
locked away in national parks; I think we are up to
17 per cent or 18 per cent. We say that on balance if
you are reserving one-fifth of your land as national park
area, that is sufficient. I think it is irresponsible of the
government to just keep adding to that national park
base without considering the implications.
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If we want to keep adding national parks, we should be
planning and making commitments towards reducing
our reliance on the resources national parks provide —
our timber for example. As I have said before, we do
not seem to have any program to cut paper use in this
state and yet we are locking away more and more
timber reserves. Perhaps we should ban wooden
furniture in this state because that is another big use of
timber. People might think that is a silly statement to
make and perhaps it is but it is also silly to go on adding
to the amount of national park we have in this state
without seriously considering the implications.
What about managing it as a multiple-use park? I do
not believe the two things are incompatible. I think you
can use public land areas in a way that preserves their
attractiveness and environmental attributes. Land can
be managed and retain the environmental attributes we
want to see.
In respect to the Otways, I want to make a couple of
comments about what some of the constituent groups
have had to say about the proposed Great Otway
National Park. I first want to look at what the Victorian
Farmers Federation (VFF) had to say. The implications
for the Victorian Farmers Federation’s members are
that those farmers with river frontage grazing licences
within the Otways region have been informed that they
are going to be required to surrender their licences by
2008. That is a big disappointment. In its
correspondence to me dated 19 July the VFF talks
about how those people who have those river frontage
grazing licences get involved in managing their land.
They have undertaken a program to control weeds and
vermin in their licensed areas. They have made a
commitment to that and done it well. With the
surrendering of those licences that responsibility for
land management will fall back on government. I do
not think there are too many — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. P. R. HALL — I do not think there are too
many in this chamber — —
Ms Carbines — I am listening.
Hon. P. R. HALL — I am struggling to hear myself
talk. There are not too many people in this chamber
who would stand up and say how proud they are of the
record of this or previous governments in respect to
public land management. Managing public land is a
huge and very costly task. If it can be done free of
charge by users, it is an opportunity that I think
government would be silly to knock back. The VFF
made this comment:
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The VFF acknowledges and values the natural diversity of the
Otway region, but we do not believe the best way to protect
this diversity is to legislate the area into a national park (or
forest park). The fact that the area is of a level of
environmental significance worthy to add to a national park is
a credit to the current management systems which are in
place. It seems unnecessary to change management practices
which have clearly been working.

We in The Nationals would agree entirely with that
sentiment. If the land is deemed worthy of the
classification of national park, that is a recommendation
for the management use and management practices that
have been employed in the past. The VFF went on to
say:
The VFF strongly supports a management approach for
public land which includes sustainable use of our natural
resources.

That is the point that I was making prior to reading the
letter.
I want to also mention what Timber Communities
Australia had to say about the proposed Great Otway
National Park. I refer to its magazine Trunklines, winter
2005 edition. I want to read from the editorial of this
particular edition written by the editor Chris Wagner. It
says under the heading ‘Steve Bracks loses our
goodwill’:
After losing his fight to lock up the Alpine National Park, the
decision to axe more than 200 jobs from the Otways forests
looks to be like just so much bad blood, and the timber
communities in Victoria are once again in the firing line.
Early in June, Premier Steve Bracks announced the creation
of a new 102 500-hectare national park on the Great Ocean
Road, smugly ignoring the plight of the local people and our
local timber businesses.
The new park is to be the largest on Victoria’s coast,
increasing the size of the existing Cape Otway national park
nine-fold. It will mean the phasing out of logging in the
Otways forest by 2008. And if that isn’t bad enough, a further
40 000 hectares of public land is set to become a new kind of
reserve, a ‘forest park’ able to be used for activities such as
dog-walking and four-wheel driving.
The question must be asked: ‘Is this a win for the
environment, or simply a victory for city folk who own a lot
of very expensive holiday houses on the Great Ocean Road
(including a few members of cabinet)?
Well, one thing is certain, Steve Bracks is not making many
friends in rural Victoria.

Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Members opposite disagree
with Timber Communities Australia. I do not disagree
with it — that is the fact of the matter. Had Mr Eren
been listening to the start of my speech, he would have
noticed that I listed the record of the things that are
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getting up the nose of country people, particularly the
banning of mountain cattle grazing in the Alpine
National Park, which really gets up the nose of country
people. The creation of box-ironbark forests in the
electorates of Mr Drum and Mr Baxter and the denial of
decent access to firewood resources for people in
central Victoria really gets up the nose of country
people. I say in this debate what Timber Communities
Australia is saying in that editorial and it is exactly the
view that will be espoused by many of our constituents
in the next election, and whether I am right or wrong
will be proven in a little over 12 months time.
I also want to put on the record some of the comments
made to me by Norman Endacott, a gentleman I met
when I was down in the Otways region. As the Leader
of the Opposition indicated, I attended a public rally in
August of last year at Apollo Bay and spoke to many of
the people down there who were deeply concerned
about the future of their local communities because of
the creation of the national park. One of the people I
met down there was Norman Endacott. He emailed to
me at the end of June some further comments about the
bill. He mentioned in his email that he is a retired
Victorian forester. He says:
I have watched the disaster unfold for the last two years.
One of the most unforgivable things said by Bracks was
reported in the Melbourne, Geelong and Colac press on about
11 November, quoting from the Premier in his Triplet Falls
speech on about 10 November.
He said that he intended to end all logging in the Otways, to
terminate in 2008, in preparation for a conversion to a total
Otways national park. But this was the punch line: ‘… but the
sawmillers don’t need to worry. There is an abundance of
mature or near-mature hardwood sawlog plantations in the
south-west region, ready for them to move into and continue
employment for their workers’.
Everybody who is interested in the timber resources of
western Victoria knew this was not true. The only current
plantations were pine within the Otways, which were fully
committed to the existing softwood millers, and blue gum
pulpwood plantations out in the south-west farmlands, plus
bits and pieces of sugar gum windbreaks and firewood
boundary plantings. None of these were suitable or feasible to
be considered as native forest substitutes.

We should contrast that with what Timber
Communities Australia has said: that there is a loss of
200 worker jobs in the timber industry because of the
creation of this national park. Again, we do not hear the
government talk about those 200 job losses. The
suggestion that they can move into plantations is totally
wrong. There are no further employment opportunities
in the timber industry in terms of plantations in the
south-west. To quote a phrase used by one of my
constituents in East Gippsland about the suggestion that
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timber workers can move into tourism and that that will
be the great replacement for the timber industry, ‘Not
many timber workers are all that good at making beds
or at making milkshakes, so they simply cannot
translate from a timber industry worker — —
Hon. Kaye Darveniza interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — They moan and shake their
heads. It is true. It just shows how far from reality these
people in the government are. The suggestion that
people who have worked in sawmills and in timber
harvesting all of their lives can simply turn to making
beds in the local motel to accommodate the tourism
industry is completely false. They have no idea what
the impact of the creation of these national parks will be
on the people who live in those areas.
Hon. J. M. McQuilten — Weed control.
Hon. P. R. HALL — ‘Weed control’, said
Mr McQuilten by way of interjection. The Premier tells
us that this is what is happening. The government is
putting all this money into tourism, to attract tourism
and says that is where jobs will be created. It is simply
false. It is not true. There will never be the jobs for the
displaced timber workers in the Otways in the same
way as there have never been sufficient jobs for
displaced timber workers in other parts of the state,
particularly in East Gippsland.
Hon. J. M. McQuilten interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Mr McQuilten says they have
to look after a national park. The history of his
government in regard to looking after national parks is
nothing to be proud of. If I were him, I would not be
suggesting that we are now for the first time suddenly
going to properly manage a national park. The
government’s record on it is extremely poor and I do
not think anyone will believe it is going to manage this
one any better than the others that it has mismanaged
around the state.
Hon. J. M. McQuilten — We are going to try.
Hon. P. R. HALL — You can try. We have heard
that before. Show us your record, first of all. Show us
that you can look after your own.
Hon. D. K. Drum interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Or what you have already, as
Mr Drum says, would be a decent start.
I also want to make comment on the views expressed
by the Sporting Shooters Association (SSA), which has
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made comment on this proposed park. It has made
some extensive comments in a letter to the Minister for
Environment on 6 June this year. I am not going to go
through all of the letter, but SSA makes the very valid
point that its members have been involved in
controlling vermin in state forests and public land in the
Otways area in particular, and as a result of its
reclassification now to national park that free-of-charge
voluntary vermin control will no longer be undertaken
and there is a further loss. It also makes the comment
that there will be a loss of deer-hunting opportunities in
all but the new forest park areas. Members opposite
should not just say, ‘This is a great thing’. They should
think of the implications. One must take into account
that people are going to lose a traditional recreation that
they have practised for many years because of the
creation — —
Hon. J. H. Eren interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Let me make a couple of
comments in conclusion. I look forward to the
comments of Mr Eren and Mr McQuilten. They seem
to be interjecting a lot and have a lot to yap from the
back bench, but I do not know whether they are
prepared to stand up here and give a reasoned
contribution to this debate, because it seems to me they
have not in the past. I look forward to their role if they
have the courage to stand up and put on record a logical
argument supporting these national parks, because to
date we have not heard one from the government.
The Bracks government continues to charge around
country Victoria locking away large slabs of land in the
form of additional reserves. It does this with little
understanding of the consequences, and I think my
view is justified by the inane interjections I have heard
from the government benches tonight, or perhaps they
have complete disregard for the consequences. If that is
the case, that speaks even less for them as supposedly
governing for all Victorians. It is easy to withdraw
timber resources, but there is no corresponding plan to
cut back on our use of those timbers and timber-related
products. It is really easy to take away timber jobs, but
it is extremely difficult to replace the jobs. I remain
convinced that those 200 jobs in the timber industry in
the Otways are lost forever. I do not see those people
readily walking into other employment opportunities.
My biggest concern about all this, and I ask members of
the government to respond to this, is when do we stop
creating national parks in Victoria? Can we afford to go
on year after year continually adding to the area of
national parks in this state? Is that sustainable in its own
right? Is that responsible in its own right? Can we
afford to do it? It seems that there is no plan, and yet
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every year we have subsequent additions to the national
park estate without an overall plan. If we knew there
was a finite end to the addition of national parks
perhaps we would see greater sense in the argument
presented by the government, but at this time, with no
overall plan of what we are doing in the future with
respect to national parks, it is pretty hard for The
Nationals to accept blindly this continuing addition to
the national park estate.

without the reform that took place. We have drastically
reformed and are undertaking the reform of our water
resources to make sure our water is managed
sustainably, not just for our use but for that of
generations to come. I am also very proud of our work
to end cattle grazing in the Alpine National Park. We
have a suite of environmental reforms that we will
leave as the legacy of our government. I am very proud
of that record.

I do not believe we can afford to keep on adding to our
national park estate. Our land use is needed for people
to live, to grow food for others to live, to collect
rainwater and so on. There is a need for the use of land
and, as I said before, nearly one-fifth of Victoria’s land
mass is in national parks so it seems we cannot keep
adding to the situation. We will be getting it all out of
balance and we need balanced land use in this state.
Unfortunately, when it comes to balancing the land use,
the Bracks government has a political balance and does
not have a balance that has commonsense and the
reality of achieving sensible outcomes.

I was extremely disappointed with Mrs Coote’s
contribution which was shambolic and vitriolic. It did
not do her or the Liberal Party any credit. She will have
cause to reflect on her contribution tonight. Mr Hall’s
contribution signifies The Nationals have reverted to
type. There was a fleeting opportunity some weeks ago
when The Nationals supported the creation of the Point
Nepean National Park. I thought the tide had turned, but
no, The Nationals signalled tonight that they are
reverting to type and still do not understand the great
importance that the Victorian community places on
environmental protection.

The Nationals say enough is enough. We are prepared
to stand up here in Parliament tonight and on every
other occasion on everyday Parliament sits and say that
we are proud to support country communities; we are
proud to support timber workers; we are proud to
support recreational users of public land; and proud to
support recreational hunters on public areas; and we are
the only party to do so because we will be the only
party in this Parliament to oppose the bill.

This bill will create the Great Otway National Park. It
will deliver on an election commitment made to the
Victorian people at the 2002 election. The Great Otway
National Park will extend from Anglesea to Cape
Otway. The other part of the election commitment was
to end logging in the Otways by 2008. The passage of
this bill will herald a new era of protection for the
Otways and I am delighted to be speaking tonight in
support of the bill and delivering on the promise that
the Premier made at Triplet Falls in 2002. The Great
Otway National Park will be the largest coastal park in
our state. I know it will become a huge attraction to not
only Victorians but also interstate and international
visitors.

Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — I am proud to speak
in support of the National Parks (Otways and Other
Amendments) Bill. I say ‘proud’ because this work has
been the culmination of enormous efforts by many
people across the state to see a new era of protection
come into being to look after the old-growth forests in
the Otways and to protect the flora and fauna of the
Otways. I am proud also as a member of the
government to be speaking yet again on another
environment bill, which proves again the environmental
credentials of the Bracks government as a leader in
environmental conservation across the state.
The bill to create the Great Otway National Park builds
on our proud record of creating marine national parks
and sanctuaries in our first term, which placed our state
at the forefront of marine conservation around the
world. We have protected our fragile box-ironbark
forests and created the Point Nepean National Park. We
have across the state instituted radical forestry reform
which has placed the forestry industry in this state on a
sustainable footing and ensured a future for the timber
industry in this state, which it surely did not have

We have come to this point tonight, which is the
culmination of many years of work by many people. I
want to knowledge the work of the environmental
groups in Geelong and surrounding regions. I refer to
the Otway Ranges Environment Network. I particularly
acknowledge Simon Birrell, Greg Hocking and Roger
Hardley, who have worked tirelessly to see the Otways
protected, as have other OREN members. The Geelong
Environment Council, Joan Lindros, the Victorian
National Parks Association and Lindsay Hesketh of the
Australian Conservation Foundation deserve
acknowledgment. Our local councils, Surf Coast Shire
Council and the City of Greater Geelong, have fully
supported the creation of this park. Our tourism body,
Geelong Otway Tourism, has spoken in support of the
bill, as have traders around the Great Ocean Road
region.
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In the middle of the extensive drought that has gripped
the south-west region ordinary people in Geelong
started talking about the fact they were worried logging
was taking place in Geelong’s water catchment. Our
government has listened carefully to all this advocacy
in relation to the Otways and has been pleased to act on
behalf of those people — on behalf of the traders, on
behalf of tourism, on behalf of councils, the
environment and conservation groups, and indeed on
behalf of all Victorians — to protect the Otways.
I was very pleased to stand at Triplet Falls with the
Premier when he made the election commitment in
2002 at Triplet Falls. Tonight we have heard some
members opposite talking about it being a political
process and questioning the politics around it. History
shows that the 2002 election was a resounding
endorsement of the Bracks government’s policy on the
Otways. We have never had so many Labor members
of Parliament elected as we had in 2002. The Victorian
people critically examined our policy and said, ‘Yes,
we want to vote for a party that supports the protection
of the Otways’. I am very proud of that.
We are well on track to ending logging in the Otways
by 2008. We have bought out the Calco licence. In our
first year we reduced logging for woodchips by 25 per
cent in the Otways and set up the inquiry by the
Victorian Environment Assessment Council (VEAC)
into the extent of the national park. It was not a charade,
as Mr Hall tried to say. The inquiry is examining where
the boundaries of the national park should be. I know
that VEAC received over 1800 submissions. The public
consultation process was extensive and I know from
what happened in my own electorate how many times
they came to talk to people across our region to look at
the issue of where the boundaries should be. The public
consultation process was enormous. They
recommended the creation of the new Great Otway
National Park, which has been overwhelmingly
accepted by the government.
In June I was very pleased to stand yet again with the
Premier and Minister for Environment in the other
place, the Honourable John Thwaites, my colleagues
from the lower house and the other member for
Geelong Province, John Eren, at Mogg’s Creek at the
start of the Great Otway National Park where it was
announced that the government was accepting VEAC’s
recommendations to create a national park of some
103 000 hectares, accompanied by a forest park of
39 000 hectares.
We have heard questioning tonight of the status of the
forest park. The forest park is a new concept, and I
understand that the Liberal Party is struggling to come
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to terms with this new concept. Mrs Coote was rather
disparaging in her comments about it. A forest park is
aimed at addressing the very issues that Mrs Coote was
enunciating — that is, access to the park for people who
want to use it for recreation, for conservation purposes
and for minor resource use. It is a very good concept
that the Victorian Environmental Assessment Council
has devised. I look forward to its implementation
because it strikes the right balance between the
conservation of the fragile environment that is needed
for the national park and the forest park, which will see
multiple uses.
I have been very pleased at different times to
accompany my colleagues to the Otways. In fact, last
year I took a group of government MPs to the Otways
to show them around. We had a really good time
looking at the Otways — looking at the tourism
potential of and the protection that can be afforded to
the Otways. We visited only Triplet Falls, which was
the scene of not only our election announcement but
also of much environmental vandalism in the first year
of our second term, when some people who obviously
were opposed to the creation of a national park went
there and managed to cut into about 80 very old trees.
Those trees then had to be felled, completely
devastating the environment around the falls. That
showed me the extent to which some people who were
opposed to the park were prepared to go. It was a
disgraceful and despicable display, and rightly deserved
our condemnation.
The government is pleased to support the establishment
of the Great Otway National Park with significant
funding. This year we have announced $13 million in
funding over four years and the employment of
17 additional officers to help with the management of
the park. In this year’s budget $45 million was allocated
for the control of weeds and pest animals across the
state. We are working very hard with the department
and Parks Victoria to manage key issues surrounding
public land management. The Otways now have a great
future to look forward to in relation to tourism. We
know that every year over $1 billion is spent by tourists
in the Otway region. The potential is enormous. Over
the last year the number of jobs associated with tourism
in our Otway region has increased by 21.5 per cent.
Recently I was pleased to the accompany cabinet to the
Colac-Otway Shire Council. We met with the shire,
which expressed its support for the creation of the
national park and the new future for the Otways. Last
week I was at a tourism breakfast where Tourism
Alliance Victoria congratulated the government
publicly on the creation of the national park. We have
announced already $14 million for the national park
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and $7 million in funding for 19 tourism projects across
the national park. I am looking forward to officially
opening in a few weeks time the Old Beechy rail trail, a
$1 million project which will see a rail trail moving out
of Colac and through the Otways. There are many other
projects associated with short walks and infrastructure
around the magnificent waterfalls in the Otways, and
we are also of course looking at the preparation for and
analysis of work that may need to be done to upgrade
Turtons Track.
We have seen magnificent private investment as a
result of government policy. The Otway Fly has been
established in the Otways. It is Australia’s largest
treetop walk. I congratulate the developers, Shane Abel
and Neil Wade, for their vision and the investment they
have made. The government shares their vision about
the future of the Otways.
I was concerned to hear the Liberal Party’s comments
tonight. I was also concerned to read the comments
made in the Legislative Assembly debate, particularly
by the member for Polwarth, Mr Mulder. He made it
quite clear that he had to be dragged kicking and
screaming to support this bill and that, in the unlikely
scenario that the Liberal Party was elected at the next
election, he would be doing everything he could to
amend the legislation. I put Mr Mulder on notice that
we will be watching very carefully and listening to
what he says in his statements. He should get behind
the national park, because that is what people across our
region want.
I acknowledge all the people such as the environment
groups, local councils, tourism groups and traders, who
have worked over many years — more than a decade of
work — to see the establishment of the Great Otway
National Park. Of course we must acknowledge the
leadership of two ministers in the Bracks government,
Minister Garbutt, the environment minister during our
the first term, and Minister Thwaites, the current
Minister for Environment in the other place, who has
shown magnificent leadership on this issue. I also
acknowledge the Premier, who has taken a personal
interest in the Otways. I know he is extremely proud of
the creation of the national park. I acknowledge the
Department of Sustainability and Environment officers
and Parks Victoria staff who have worked so hard to
support the government and provided it with advice on
the creation of the Great Otway National Park.
The government has listened carefully to what the
community in the south-western region has had to say.
We have listened to what Victorians have had to say
about conservation and preserving the Otways to bring
to reality the vision those people have shared. I am
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pleased tonight to speak in support of this bill, which
delivers a key election commitment made by the
Premier at Triplet Falls in 2002. All members of this
place should be getting behind the establishment of the
Great Otway National Park. I look forward to meeting
everyone down there to join us in a celebration in the
weeks to come. We are ensuring that the vision of
protection of the Otways will be a legacy of this
government for which we will be — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I was
disappointed in Ms Carbines’s contribution. I admire
her passion for her own area, but considering she is the
Parliamentary Secretary for Environment with
statewide responsibilities and should take a statewide
view of things, it is disappointing she has taken a very
parochial approach. It is absolute nonsense and sheer
humbug to claim that the success of the Bracks
government in 2002 in winning a record number of
seats was because of its Otways policy.
I will restrict my remarks to the effect that this bill has
had on the Victorian timber industry. I am constantly
disappointed that government speakers crow about
stopping logging and woodchipping in forests like the
Otways but for some extraordinary reason never tell the
house that supplies of sawn timber can be sourced from
alternate areas. The government ignores this very
important issue for Victoria as though it does not exist.
Ms Carbines and the government never talk about
where alternate timber supplies will come from. The
only time I can recall it being addressed was when the
Premier was asked about it. Members will notice that
Ms Carbines has left the chamber, which she always
does. She delivers some broadsides and leaves the
chamber. That is very disappointing.
During the 2002 election campaign the Premier
weighed into the Otways logging closure debacle. On
the Jon Faine radio program he made comments to the
effect that, ‘If you look right down to the south-west of
Victoria you can see the blue gums and sugar gums
maturing and you can transfer this industry into the
plantation forests which are there and which are coming
on stream’. He went on to say that is a sensible shift or
move and that the government would meet the licence
arrangements until 2008 but would not renew them
after that. The Premier was talking absolute rubbish
because he was mixing up the pulpwood industry with
the hardwood sawlog industry. When the Premier sees
some hardwood plantations growing, he thinks they
will replace the Otways, but it is an entirely different
thing. You have to manage hardwood plantations right
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from day one to produce sawlogs, and you have to
manage pulpwood in a different way. You cannot
change from a pulpwood plantation to a sawlog
plantation just because you are short of sawlogs.
No-one told the Premier this, and he really embarrassed
himself.
My concern is that no-one in the government appears to
care about the long-term effects of closing more and
more sustainable areas to hardwood forests. No-one in
the government explains where we are going to get our
sawlogs in the future. Any government has certain
responsibilities, one of which is to create good public
policy in all areas and not just take the easy options of
closing areas and creating national parks. The
government has no plan to ensure the sustainable
supply of hardwood sawlogs to Victorians in the future.
When the Otways were closed the government put in a
lousy $9 million to start planning for plantations. This
money has gone, and I am not sure there are many trees
in the ground. It was really a half-hearted attempt to
replace the absolutely sustainable area that was the
Otways in producing sawlogs. A government press
release quoted Mr Bracks in November of that year
saying:
… the government would assist the industry in moving to
alternative sustainable areas, such as western Victoria’s
maturing plantation resource.

He went on to talk about the $9 million for the
plantation resource, but that really was just a drop in the
bucket. We have to plan now for 10, 20, 50 years ahead
for Victoria to supply its own hardwood sawlogs.
Recently the Minister for Agriculture in the other place
claimed that in recent years 11 000 hectares had been
planted to hardwood plantations. I am prepared to bet
that most of that is for pulpwood and not for sawlogs. I
have actually put a question on notice to the minister
asking him to clarify that. The sad thing is the Otways
was classified as absolutely sustainable. To make my
point, an Australian government document referring to
the western Victorian regional forest agreement (RFA)
goes on to state that the parties, the state and federal
governments:
… acknowledge that this agreement is expected to provide
77 900 cubic metres per annum of D+ sawlogs from the
western Victoria region.

It goes on to mention the various regions of western
Victoria. The Otway forest management area is
expected to produce 27 000 cubic metres on a
sustainable basis. It was signed by the Premier in 2000.
He said about the Otways and Wombat RFA:
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… the agreement was reached after a community and
stakeholder consultation process unprecedented in the
development of Victoria’s prior three RFAs.

The fact that Labor has now turned its back on that
agreement to cease logging by 2008 means it is turning
its back on its own agreements.
Our Forests Our Future was released on 23 August,
three months before the 2002 state election. It says:
The timber resource review undertaken in 2001 as part of the
licence renewal project indicates the estimated biological
sustainable yield for Otway is about 28 000 cubic metres and
that current licence levels can be maintained at 27 100 cubic
metres. This resource level takes into account operational and
economic factors … Over time the licence level may vary
depending upon improvements in new harvesting and sawing
technology and new timber products being developed.

This leads me to the Otways Ranges Environment
Network and a paper commenting on the Vanclay
evaluation of the Otways in 2001. OREN in one of its
newsletters on the Net says:
Recommendation 16. Acknowledge two components of
sustainable yield: the maximum timber yield that can be
sustained and the optimal harvesting rate that delivers the
greatest benefit to stakeholders.
…
Recommendation 16 provides an acknowledgment that the
figure of 27 000 cubic metres of sawlog is a maximum rate of
logging for the Otways, but an optimum rate of logging
factors in issues such as the need to protect water catchments,
tourism values and nature conservation values.

That is all fair enough and obviously something over
20 000 cubic metres a year would be sustainable
forever. But this is the rub, and it has been identified by
OREN — I am not criticising OREN at all; in fact it has
done a lot of work on this and that is its right to do so:
Given this position, the state government decided that the
optimum rate of logging for the Otways was zero, and was
re-elected in 2002 with this zero logging policy.

There is an identified 27 000 cubic metres a year
sustainable for all time and the government opted for a
zero logging policy. This really demonstrates there was
a sustainable yield available that was ignored by the
government which closed the Otways for green votes.
That is indisputable. I absolutely understand the
parochial local groups such as OREN. They are
fighting for their patch. It is not up to them to create
good public policy for the whole of Victoria. That is up
to the government of the day. In this case the
government of the day has totally failed the wider
constituency here in Victoria by failing to provide a
sustainable supply of sawlogs into the future.
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I need to make it clear that the Liberal Party accepts
that the state government was given a mandate to end
logging and create a new national park, but my concern,
as I said at the start of my contribution to the debate, is
that the government made no tangible arrangements to
replace the access that was lost to sawloggers with that
decision. It made no arrangements to provide access
from somewhere else. That is my issue. I raise it as part
of my job as opposition spokesman for forestry. It is an
issue that the government has been ducking ever since I
took on this shadow portfolio. In that area the
government has failed the people of Victoria.
I will make a general comment about good
management of our forests and national parks. Over the
years public perception has been moulded by the
Greens. The Greens claim that locking up our forests,
including our renewable resources like timber — and I
emphasise timber — is conservation. The real story is a
lot different. It is important that we promote a balanced
use of the vast areas of public land in Victoria. It is
important that there is multiple use of that public land.
We support our existing national parks; they are an
important part of our public land, but the rest of our
public land should have multiple use, including forestry
in suitable areas.
It is an absolute myth that locking up our forests is true
conservation, and one day we will come to that
realisation. In fact, many scientists are now starting to
exert their opinions on that because it is coming to the
point where we have to be brave and acknowledge that.
Over the years the Greens have used the image of
logging for their own ends. They have promoted
misleading images about the forestry industry. The
public has been led to believe that logging permanently
damages the forest and the environment, but really that
is patently self-serving and totally untrue.
To conclude I will quote a local from the Otways. I will
read from a paper written by the local federal member
for Corangamite, Stewart McArthur, in 2002. It is a
very clear paper in which he refers to the language used
by the Greens. It says:
The next ‘objection’ of the extreme green movement is that
our forests are ‘being woodchipped’. This emotive language
implies that beautiful trees are being shredded to pieces to be
transformed into items of dubious worth. This kind of
language succeeds as a piece of emotive language, but fails
the test of logic.

He goes on to explain that the timber industry does not
harvest native forests for woodchips; it harvests them
for high-quality sawlogs, and woodchips are a
by-product of that operation:
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Woodchips are a by-product of the harvesting of the very
valuable and sought-after mature sawlogs used for essential
components in houses, other buildings and in furniture.

Stewart McArthur is a local. He has lived near the
Otways all his life and he understands the industry and
what I have been talking about here tonight. His paper
is only a few pages long but it is absolutely spot-on and
certainly worth a read.
The removal of access to the Otways for sawn timber
has impacted right across Victoria. My issue, as I said
earlier, is the future supply of sawlogs. There are
debating points about tourism totally replacing timber
for jobs, but I am not even going to get into that tonight
because the basic premise of that is wrong. That is not
the main point I am making. The main point is, where
will we get our future sawlogs? There is no answer; the
silence from the government is deafening on that basic
point.
The decision to close logging by 2008 makes a
mockery of the government’s statements that the 32 per
cent reduction of hardwood sawlog volumes was
critical to ensure the future of the Victorian industry —
and this was with the Our Forests Our Future process. If
the Otways were not unilaterally closed the overall
impact to sustainability would have been much less. I
make the point again that the Otways were assessed
originally under the Regional Forests Agreement
process as being fully sustainable. They were closed
unnecessarily, and that has put pressure on the
sustainability of the rest of the logging areas.
Ms Carbines talked earlier about history. History will
show that this decision to close sustainable areas to
logging will not be in the long-term interest of the
Victorian community.
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — It gives me
pleasure this evening to speak on the National Parks
(Otways and Other Amendments) Bill. As has been
pointed out, the main purpose of this bill is to create the
Great Otway National Park and also to create the
Otway Forest Park.
As Ms Carbines said, the creation of this park was an
election promise of the Bracks government at the 2002
election. We all have our different views as to why the
Bracks government was so resoundingly re-elected
with a record majority of seats in the lower house and
indeed for the first time in 150 years a majority in this
house. I believe that one of the reasons was the
government’s environmental policy.
In the televised debate a question was asked of both
leaders: would you end logging in the Otways? The

NATIONAL PARKS (OTWAYS AND OTHER AMENDMENTS) BILL
886

COUNCIL

Premier said, ‘Yes’; Mr Doyle said, ‘No’. I believe that
was a key moment in the campaign which proved that
the government had environmental credentials that
were recognised and acknowledged by the Victorian
community.
I am very pleased that the Liberal Party is not opposing
this bill, but from what I have heard this evening its
members are not really supporting it. I am not sure that
their hearts are really in this bill. Mrs Coote had to go
back to the Hamer government to talk about the
Liberals’ environmental credentials. She did not
mention the Kennett government, but I am not
surprised because the Kennett government had no
environmental credentials. I very much doubt whether,
in the unlikely event of a Doyle Liberal government,
that would have any environmental credentials either.
I also take up Mrs Coote’s point about the amount of
money which has been spent on national parks. She
referred to a comparison of spending per head of
population on national parks. I would have thought
anybody who had any sense would know that is a
totally fallacious argument. Victoria is the smallest state
in terms of area and yet has one of the highest
populations, so on a per capita basis we are bound to
spend less. But on a per hectare basis we spend the
second-highest amount in Australia, and surely that is
the statistic we should be quoting if we are comparing
state with state.
At least members of The Nationals deserve some credit
for being consistent in what they are saying about this
bill. They are opposing it. In my experience in this
house they have opposed the vast majority of what I
call environmental bills. They did in fact support the
Point Nepean bill, but generally speaking The Nationals
are quite consistent in their opposition on
environmental issues. That is a pity because they will
find themselves very much isolated when we divide on
this bill. In the lower house the division result was 75 to
9. When we divide this evening, tomorrow or whenever
it is, the result will be 37 or 38 to 4. Surely that should
be sending a message to The Nationals that on this sort
of issue they are out of touch. They are out of touch
with the feeling of the great majority of Victorians. The
great majority of Victorians believe natural resources
are to be conserved and not exploited.
If I could summarise in just 10 words the position of
The Nationals in relation to environmental resources
those 10 words would be: dig it up, chop it down and
ship it out. This may have been a common view
50 years ago. It is not a common view now. Times have
changed and people’s attitudes have changed, but what
has not changed are the views of The Nationals. Is it
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any wonder that the most likely scenario in this
chamber after the 2006 election is that The Nationals
will just have one member. Mr Damian Drum will be
his leader, his deputy leader and his chief whip. Unless
The Nationals are prepared to change their views on
issues like the environment they will be condemned to
increasing irrelevance. But I do not think it is possible
for The Nationals to change their views. The Nationals
are mired in the morass of their own making, which I
believe is a great shame, because on an individual basis
all the members of The Nationals make significant
contributions to this house and are very effective
advocates on behalf of their constituents.
As usual the details of this bill have been very well
covered by my friend the parliamentary secretary,
Ms Carbines. I would like to compliment and
congratulate her on her commitment, her passion and
the energy that she has brought to the creation of the
Great Otway National Park. I know the creation of this
national park is something of which Ms Carbines feels
justifiably proud. In fact I suggest her passion for the
Great Otway National Park is second only to my
passion for the Melbourne Storm.
I shall address just one point which was made by the
opposition — that is, the question of economic activity.
Our economy is changing. Our economy is in a
permanent state of change. Economies which do not
change go backwards. Services are increasingly
important in our economy, and one of the fastest
growing industries in Victoria is tourism. Some figures
which I have seen indicate that tourism has increased
by 50 per cent since the Bracks government was elected
in 1999. At a business conference I attended last week
it was said that the turnover in tourism is now
$11 billion, and that is projected to increase to
$18 billion within the next few years. Currently the
tourism industry employs 160 000 Victorians. In my
region of the Mornington Peninsula over 20 per cent of
employment opportunities are in tourism and
hospitality and that is expected to increase.
In relation to the Otways, the figures show that
international visitors to the region are up by 14 per cent;
the length of stay of international visitors has increased
to 5.2 nights; and international visitor numbers to the
region are forecast to be over 320 000 by 2012. The
reason I make that point is that national parks are not
bad for employment. They are actually good for
employment, but they are good for different sorts of
employment. Again, I acknowledge Mr Stoney’s
passion for supporting the timber industry in Victoria.
He has been consistent about that and I know he feels
strongly about it. But I suggest the Bracks government
has been generous in the transitional arrangements and
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compensation effected by change, and this was clearly
illustrated when we debated the Alpine National Park
grazing bill.
As I said previously, I do not wish to go into the details
of the bill because that has been very well covered, but
I do say this bill demonstrates once again the Bracks
government’s commitment to creating a sustainable
environment for this and future generations. The bill
recognises that we are custodians, not exploiters, of the
environment and that contrary to the common view that
there will be a long-term adverse effect on employment,
indeed the employment opportunities will be increased,
which is surely to the benefit of all Victorians.
In conclusion, occasionally bills come before this house
which show very clearly why the government is in
government, why the opposition is in opposition, and
why, unfortunately, The Nationals are declining into
irrelevance. This is one of those bills, and I am
delighted to commend it to the house.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — This is a
notable bill that comes before the house tonight. It adds
land to quite a number of icon national parks and state
parks and obviously creates a particular park in the
Otways which was promised by the government prior
to the last election. It has taken some time to actually
deliver that promise in legislative terms. Here we are in
2005, and the government was elected in 2002, so one
might have expected that this legislation would have
come before Parliament at an earlier date. But
notwithstanding that the legislative framework is now
introduced to this place to establish a national park in
the Otways and to address a number of issues,
including the timber industry’s use of that resource in
the Otway Ranges.
This is legislation that I think is significant and
certainly is worthy of support. Victorians do value the
national and state parks, and indeed also the local parks
that have been established by successive governments. I
notice the Honourable Jeff Hilton referred to previous
speakers on this side of the house talking about the
Hamer government years and the work that that
government did in establishing much of our parks
system as we know it today. But many of the parks that
Victorians enjoy have a much longer history than even
the Hamer government in the 1970s. It simply was a
government that established perhaps a different and
better management framework and certainly added a
number of notable parks to the system.
As I said, successive governments have added further
parks since, including the Kennett government. I might
also add that one of the initiatives that has been taken in
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recent years by the Bracks government was actually
facilitated by a Kennett government decision, and that
was the marine parks and marine sanctuaries that have
been created by legislation that has gone through both
houses of Parliament with the support of the opposition.
It is interesting to note that the analysis of that
opportunity to create those marine parks was in fact
established by the Kennett government.
The environmental credentials and the interest of both
parties — and I would say The Nationals as well — in
environmental matters has been well established over a
long period. Indeed many of the issues in regard to our
park system enjoy bipartisan support and are welcomed
because all Victorians appreciate our park system.
Members on this side of the house have concerns about
the park system as it stands at the moment — and I note
the extension of areas to a number of parks, some of
which I am very familiar with, such as the Dandenong
Ranges National Park, the Warrandyte State Park, the
park around the Silvan Reservoir, which I think is also
part of the Dandenong Ranges park, the Kinglake
National Park, and the Beaconsfield Nature
Conservation Reserve. All those areas are included in
this legislation, with additional land being allocated,
much of which will be through a redefinition of the
land-holdings of Melbourne Water in catchment areas.
We are not actually resuming land from private
ownership in the creation of these extended areas but
rather realigning the management authorities in many
respects, but certainly providing protection to those
areas as part of our park system.
What is of concern to us in the extension of some of
these parks is that the government has not kept pace
with the need for the resourcing of the management of
those parks over recent years. In other words, quite a bit
of extra land has been added to these parks, and I would
say from my experience in travelling around quite a
number of the national parks in Victoria — sometimes
alone, sometimes with various organisations — that
there has been a great deal of concern about the
deterioration of some of those park environments. It is
because the government has not — as the Honourable
Philip Davis, the Leader of the Opposition in this place,
is often fond of saying — been a particularly good
neighbour in terms of its management of that park
system. I refer particularly to the growth of weeds in
many of the national parks, damage by feral animals
and other aspects of neglect in those parks — neglect
rather than any action to obviously impact on those
environments, simply because insufficient resources
have been allocated to the management of those parks.
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I note that this legislation provides additional funding
for the management of parks, including $3.4 million
hypothecated for the new Otways park. I welcome that.
I am not in a position to judge tonight whether that is
sufficient resource to effectively manage that area. The
Otways park — as was included in the second-reading
speech and I think has been touched on by other
speakers — is an interesting environment because it is
quite a diverse habitat for fauna and flora and the park
area has quite a range of ecosystems within it. The
national park will clearly be a very popular destination
for a lot of Victorians, and indeed many Victorians
already treasure the Otway Ranges area,
notwithstanding the fact that it has not had park status
in the past and has certainly been subject to a range of
economic uses, particularly by the timber industry, to
this point.

sustainable if it is managed properly. There are a lot of
good reasons for Australia to be involved on an
ongoing basis in harvesting timber. It certainly occurs
to me that there will be an ongoing need for timber in
our community, and if Australia simply tried to opt out
of the harvesting of timber, the resource would simply
be replaced by other countries in regimes that are a lot
less controlled and a lot less effective in terms of their
environmental management. I am certainly alarmed —
as I think most people in Australia are — about the
amount of rainforest that is destroyed in countries to the
north-west of Australia, and also throughout South
America, where debt levels of a number of Third World
countries in particular have forced them to surrender
what they see as a valuable resource in their timber, but
at an enormous environmental cost to the world and not
just to those countries.

In terms of the funding that has been provided, I hope it
is adequate to address what I perceive and what many
other Victorians perceive as being an
undermanagement or an under-resourcing of the
management of the park system. While the amount of
money that is being provided under this legislation —
and it is interesting to have the actual amount of money
included in the second-reading speech rather than as a
budget allocation — would seem to address some of the
issues in regard to new areas that are added to the
various national and state parks on this occasion, I am
still not sure it goes anywhere near addressing the
broader issue of the management of our park system
across Victoria.

In recent years the timber industry has come a long way
in addressing some of the environmental issues that
have been put to it — and have been rightly put to it by
people in Australia, including environmentalists. Its
management of the industry now is a lot more effective
and environmentally responsible. I would certainly
hope that there is a future for the timber industry in
Australia. I know this legislation obviously only
addresses one area and that arrangements are in place
for the timber industry in other parts of Victoria,
including other park areas, but, as I said, I would
certainly not want to see this as a continued rollback of
that particular industry because I believe it has a
valuable role to play, that it is a sustainable industry,
and that there are some environmental benefits in
planting new and young trees which grow vigorously
and which have a very positive contribution to make in
terms of sucking up carbon dioxide and so forth, and
addressing some of our fuel concerns — our carbon
emissions concerns that have been so much a talking
point at Kyoto and other environmental forums. The
planting of further trees is quite a crucial issue and
young trees, as we know, are much more effective in
terms of being carbon sumps than some of the older
trees.

I certainly welcome the fact that there is also some
enhancement of the heritage river areas, of both the
Mitchell River and Wonnangatta Heritage River. They
are also parts of Victoria that I have spent quite a bit of
time in, and in fact they are some of my favourite parts
of Victoria. I certainly think the additions to the parks
in this respect are welcome. Most of the parks right
across Victoria that have been included in this
legislation are very accessible parks for people,
particularly from Melbourne, and are used for a wide
variety of recreational experiences. Those experiences
ought to be enhanced by the opportunity that this
legislation affords.
One of my concerns in looking at the legislation going
forward is about the future of the timber industry in this
state. While I understand the government’s
announcement at the last election — and clearly the
government won a mandate to proceed with this
legislation and a range of other proposals that it took to
the election in 2002 — I do have concerns about the
future of the timber industry, which is a significant
industry and an industry I personally believe is

This legislation deserves support. It is a good piece of
legislation. As I have said, the Liberal Party has had a
long history of support for the development of a
national, state and local park system which enables our
state to have lungs, if you like, in terms of the
environmental conditions in Victoria, which provides a
diverse range of environments that people can enjoy
and use for recreation, which provides an ongoing and
secure habitat for a range of fauna and flora and which
maintains the biodiversity that is so important in our
environment. I welcome this legislation to that extent.

NATIONAL PARKS (OTWAYS AND OTHER AMENDMENTS) BILL
Wednesday, 14 September 2005

COUNCIL

As I said, I am particularly pleased to see that some of
those smaller parks, particularly in the east, will have
additional acreages added to them. They include the
Warrandyte State Park, the new Beaconsfield and
Warrandyte-Kinglake nature conservation reserves, the
Dandenong Ranges National Park and so forth. I
frequently visit these areas and enjoy them thoroughly,
as do many members of this place. I find that they
refresh both mind and body. We are very fortunate to
have the system of national state parks we have in
Victoria. It plays a vital role in the lives of all
Victorians, whether they participate passively or
actively in the park system. I commend this legislation
to the house.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
have followed the Honourable Bruce Atkinson in
debate on other bills, but the frightening thing is that
this time I found myself agreeing with much of what he
had to say. This is a first, because I am usually
adamantly opposed to almost everything that he has to
say. I certainly agree with a number of things he said. I
agree that the people of Victoria appreciate our national
and other parks, and I agree that our parks have a
tremendous impact and effect on our lives. They affect
our physical wellbeing and mental health, and I am sure
they affect many people’s spiritual wellbeing as well.
Like me and Mr Atkinson, many of us not only here in
this Parliament but right across Victoria spend quite a
bit of time visiting our parks. They attract visitors from
right across Australia, as well as international visitors.
You just have to look at what an attraction the Great
Ocean Road is for international visitors. Almost every
international visitor who comes to Victoria knows
about the Great Ocean Road and is desperate to go
there and have a look at the Twelve Apostles, the
Otways and the many other attractions associated with
the Great Ocean Road. This legislation ensures that the
Great Ocean Road and the environment surrounding it
is protected for everybody to continue to enjoy.
I want to pick up some of the criticisms that were made
by Mrs Coote in her contribution to the debate,
particularly her outrageous criticism of Parks Victoria,
which she makes time and again in this place. She
criticised the work Parks Victoria does, and I want to
rebut that criticism. Parks Victoria does an excellent
job. It is a very hardworking, talented group of people. I
do not just mean the people based in head office, who
have a tremendous commitment to our parks, but also
the many rangers and officials who work in rural and
regional areas supporting our parks and providing an
excellent service. All of them work under the leadership
of the chief executive officer, Mark Stone, who I
believe does an excellent job. The criticisms that have
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been made by the opposition, particularly by
Mrs Coote, are out of line and outrageous. You simply
have to look at the state of our parks and the amount of
work that has been done in improving them, in
controlling feral animals and noxious weeds and in
making our parks more accessible to the public to have
an understanding of what a great job they do.
Before I get into what the bill is about, I want to
congratulate Ms Carbines, the Parliamentary Secretary
for Environment, and acknowledge her contribution
and the hard work she has done in relation to the
establishment of the Great Otway National Park and
seeing this bill come before the house. It was
Ms Carbines who organised for a group of members of
Parliament to travel to the Otways and be briefed by the
department about the importance of the parkland there.
We visited the national park, Triplet Falls, the Otway
Fly and the Great Ocean Road. We saw some of the
wonderful natural sites along the Great Ocean Road and
the terrific tourist attractions in the park for visitors to
truly enjoy.
As has been said by previous speakers, by bringing this
bill to the Parliament the government is implementing
the key commitment in its 2002 forests and national
parks election policy to create a new future for the
Otways. In 2003 the Minister for Environment in
another place requested that the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council determine the
boundaries of a single national park in the Otways and
other changes to public land use in that area.
As Ms Carbines pointed out in her contribution,
extensive consultation was undertaken by the
government. I again want to point out to the opposition
that this is indicative of the way the Bracks Labor
government does the work and the research that needs
to be done in relation to informing and drafting bills
before we bring them into the Parliament. We make
sure that there has been extensive consultation and we
have had the opportunity to hear what all of the various
stakeholders have to say. There was extensive public
consultation on this, including a large number of
submissions. We had community forums, a community
reference group and a government contact group. The
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council
published a discussion paper in September 2003. A
draft proposals paper was made available in May 2004
and the final report was released in November 2004. As
has already been pointed out by Ms Carbines, more
than 1800 written submissions were received.
The government has been very thorough in ensuring
that from the time it made its election commitment it
did the work that needed to be done to ensure that when
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this bill came to this chamber it was well informed. The
government has endorsed the recommendations of the
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council and is
creating the new Great Otway National Park. It is also
creating an Otway Forest Park. We have begun a new
future for the Otways tourism initiative which will
deliver 19 tourism projects at a total cost of $7 million.
In 2003 we reduced woodchipping and logging in the
Otways by 25 per cent with the voluntary surrender of
major sawlog licences. The government will be ceasing
logging and woodchipping in native forests in the
Otways by 2008. These are the things we have been
committed to. We committed in 2002 to doing these
things and we are now delivering on them.
The Great Otway National Park will be one of Victoria
and indeed Australia’s great national parks. It will
represent all that is really special and unique about the
Otways. There is so much about the Otways that is
spectacular, whether you are looking at the coastline or
the first-class scenery associated with the Great Ocean
Road, which I know all of us would have travelled
many times. Whether you are talking about the
rainforests or the coastal hinterland this area is very
unique and quite spectacular. The waterfalls we saw at
Triplet Falls are absolutely spectacular. It was fantastic
to have the opportunity to visit that area. There is a lot
of interest in the cultural heritage associated with this
site. In addition, it is very close to our marine national
park. The Great Otway National Park will adjoin our
world-class marine park.
As has been pointed out by previous speakers, the
government has enhanced park and reserve systems
right around Melbourne. This is particularly important
because it gives very close access for those who live in
metropolitan Melbourne. Those of us who live in the
suburbs can very easily access our national parks. It is
quite easy to go for day trips to these well-located
parks. They have great amenities and it is terrific to see
that this legislation will enhance those parks. Again, I
can only agree with Mr Atkinson and say that it is
terrific to have those parks so close to metropolitan
Melbourne. Several thousand hectares of surplus
Melbourne Water land and other land is being added to
the Dandenong Ranges and Kinglake national parks,
the Warrandyte State Park and the
Warrandyte-Kinglake Nature Conservation Reserve.
Mr Atkinson talked about that at quite some length.
As I said earlier, this piece of legislation is really about
the government’s commitment to our parks and to
national parks. It is part of the creation of a world-class
system of 13 marine national parks and 11 marine
sanctuaries. We are very proud of those parks and
sanctuaries, the expansion of the box-ironbark parks
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and the reserve system, the creation of the Point
Nepean National Park and the cessation of cattle
grazing in national parks. This government was very
keen to bring that legislation before the house and see
the degradation caused by grazing in the national parks
stopped.
This indeed is a very good bill. It is a bill that sees the
commitments that we gave back in 2002 being clearly
addressed in the very best possible way following a
very comprehensive consultation process with all of the
stakeholders and with everybody that has an interest in
our parks, particularly in seeing our national parks
preserved. It is a very good bill that deserves the
support of everybody in this chamber. I commend the
bill to the house and wish it a very speedy passage.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — Before I
make my substantive remarks on the bill, I wish to
acknowledge a very significant contribution to the
standard of debate in this place this evening. I have
informally talked to the Leader of the Government
about what I regard as the deteriorating standard of
contributions of members of this place that has turned
from a place of the debate of policy ideas and concepts
to a house where members come in with set speeches
which frankly could easily have been written and
posted on the Internet and the members not turned up
here at all. Tonight I heard a contribution from a
member who truly engaged the members of this place
in a proper constructive analysis of the debate around
this bill. I congratulate Mr Hilton on what I regard as
the best contribution I have heard from a Labor
backbench member in here in the last five years. I do
not agree with most of what he said, but I want to put
on the record that I thought it was a deliberate attempt
to properly engage in constructive debate, and I would
like now to return fire in kind.
Firstly, let us remind ourselves of the geographic area
we are considering. The Otways formed part of the
west Victoria regional forest agreement (RFA) in 2000.
I remind members that the Bracks government came to
office in 1999, and it was Steve Bracks who signed the
west Victoria RFA in 2000. In 2002 the Bracks
government initiated a review of the sustainability of
our forest estate to look at a range of issues. In
particular, the review looked at whether or not the
resource assessments had been accurate. There had over
a period of time been indications of some errors in
resource assessment, but the Our Forests Our Future
process in 2002 confirmed there was a sustainable
forest industry in perpetuity in the Otways as part of the
west Victoria RFA. However, three months later, the
Premier, going into an election and keen to maximise
the populist vote, announced in the early weeks of the
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election campaign of 2002 a policy which repudiated
the commitments the Bracks government had entered
into with the stakeholders and communities who were
directly dependent upon the timber industry — the
forestry industry — in that region. It was a major and
profound policy announcement, and I well remember
from an opposition perspective the deliberations we had
at about that same time. Obviously in an election
campaign one has to consider the policy and political
impact of any response. After going through the
necessary analysis and exhaustive discussions, the
opposition took the view — the position which the
Leader of the Opposition in the other place, Robert
Doyle, stated then and has repeatedly stated — that the
Liberal Party supported science-based decision making.
That was why the Liberal Party adhered to the RFA —
the Our Forests Our Future analysis that basically
confirmed that there was a viable forestry industry
which could be supported in the long term and which
was important for the communities that were dependent
upon it. However, let me say quite emphatically that it
would be frankly stupid for any member of Parliament
of any party to come into this place and not accept that
the Bracks government won a clear mandate for its
policy in 2002.
I have to say that the criticism I have heard of the
Liberal Party’s position from The Nationals during the
debate in this place and the other is just embarrassing
for the intellectual bankruptcy of the argument.
Members of Parliament contest elections based around
a policy debate. When a government wins a clear
mandate for its policy positions there is an obligation
under our democratic process to respect that mandate. I
have to say that on this issue I respect the mandate the
Bracks government won because it was so emphatic in
terms of a policy position — and it was one of the
central planks in the return of the Bracks government. I
say it is churlish, naive, stupid, ignorant and frankly
completely ill-informed for members of Parliament to
suggest there is any alternative but for the Parliament to
accept that the government had a legitimate right to
implement this policy.
Having said that, let me say this: the members of
Parliament who represent this area in the Parliament of
Victoria and in the commonwealth Parliament are all
Liberal Party members. None of those members of
Parliament has had representations retrospectively
made to them that this bill should not proceed — that is
to say, the Liberal Party went out strongly during the
election campaign and argued a case for a long-term
and sustainable forestry industry in the Otways. The
stakeholders supported the Liberal Party in that position
and made strong representations to support us during
that election campaign. What has happened since?
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Three years has elapsed and the government has put in
place, without legislation, the implementation of its
policy. It does not need legislation to shut down the
forestry industry in the Otways, because the licences all
expire by 2008 in any event. In case anybody has not
been watching, everywhere else in the state that was
affected by the Our Forests Our Future statement was
clearly affected without the need to resort to legislation.
No legislation was required to shut down 50 per cent of
the forestry industry in East Gippsland or indeed 47 per
cent of the forestry industry in the Central Highlands.
No legislation was required. It was simply a matter of
the government proceeding to buy out or not reissue
licences in regard to those areas.
I say that it is foolish, naive and frankly stupid to come
into this place and argue a case that we should not look
at and deal with the merits of the bill as they are before
us. The bill implements the government’s policy. The
details of the bill go some way to clarifying some
aspects which change the form of land use in respect to
some parts from state forests to national parks and
others from state forests to forest parks. The forest park
is clearly a vehicle designed to restrict in future and
forever access to that area for forestry because no other
areas of activity are so precluded. It is a limited form of
changed land use, and it is clearly designed to restrict
future forestry. That is the position, in effect, which the
government took to the election and won a mandate for.
I note there are arguments being advanced that the
community would have some other outcome. Yes, three
years ago the community wanted a different outcome
and strong representations were made. I have to say that
no representations with respect to this particular bill
have been received by the Liberal Party from the
Victorian Association of Forest Industries, Timber
Communities Australia or the Harvest and Haulage
Contractors Association, which are the three groups to
represent the timber industry. Clearly they would prefer
the bill did not go through, but I have not received any
representations nor has the shadow spokesman on
forestry received any representations from any of those
groups. The local members, the Honourable David
Koch, the Honourable John Vogels and the member for
Polwarth in the other place, have not received
representations. I do not know whether Stewart
McArthur, the federal member for Corangamite, has
received any representations, although he has a
different view. There is clearly an issue here about the
fact that it is all basically over; it is over in the sense
that the government won a mandate to implement its
policy. The bill before the house puts into effect that
policy and you would have to be frankly a Luddite to
not understand that is the case.
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The Liberal Party has consistently argued the case in
Parliament and in the community on behalf of local
communities which were adversely impacted by
national park proposals. We did that with some success
with the implementation of marine national parks
because we could see there were some difficulties.
Members of this place will recall that the government
had to have two shots at getting the bill through
Parliament when the upper house was controlled
absolutely by the Liberal Party. The first attempt by the
government failed because we were not prepared to
accept some of the proposals advanced. That bill was
withdrawn and a second bill was brought forward
which was adopted by the Parliament because it
ameliorated some of the impacts. You cannot win
everything all the time. If The Nationals position is to
vote no on everything, then it will have no leverage and
never will amount to a party that can effectively
advance the interests of the constituents in rural
Victoria.
The Liberal Party position has been to clearly set out a
position that is pragmatic, realistic and to negotiate
better outcomes for local communities. I have to say
that I think we have been pretty effective. The Liberal
Party has been able to make commitments recently
about where it will be in relation to the mountain cattle
grazing issue. It was a willing debate not so long ago.
The Liberal Party position is quite clear. In government
we will implement our policy commitment to reinstate
grazing in the Alpine National Park. That is a position
we have spelt out in public, in the Parliament and which
I adhere to now. It does not mean that from the point of
view of public policy we have to concede that because
the government holds a mandate for this bill, it has a
mandate for its other policy agendas, which it has
implemented even notwithstanding it had no mandate
for them. I will be clear about mountain cattle grazing.
There was no mandate for the Bracks government to
shut down mountain cattle grazing in the Alpine
National Park. In my view the government behaved
outrageously, hypocritically and misled those mountain
communities. It is an outrage what has occurred with
respect to that policy of the government.
I have to say in respect of the policy dealing with the
Otways that there is no question of the government
having a right to implement that policy. I further say
that Parks Victoria is a complete and utter failure as a
public land manager. Anybody who is familiar with
those great areas of the state that are under the care and
responsibility of Parks Victoria well knows the
outrageous and shocking lapse of responsible land
management which has occurred. The weeds I have
seen in those parks make me weep because of the
millions of dollars and millions of man-hours which
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will have to be invested eventually to bring it under
control. I do not think any amount of resources
provided to Parks Victoria will be able to achieve
anything in its present form, and I would like to see
significant changes in policy in Parks Victoria. With
that I indicate I will not oppose the bill.
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — At the outset I
commend the Leader of the Opposition on his speech. I
live near the Otways and I know it very well. I went
through the Ash Wednesday fires in the Otways. It is
my backyard. I am concerned about a couple of issues.
The first is the decision, as our leader spoke about
before, just before the 2002 election when the Bracks
government ripped up the signed agreements with local
people under the regional forest agreements as an act of
political bastardry. It wanted to get the green vote so it
ripped the agreements up and decided it would be a
national park. It did not consult but went ahead and did
it to get Green preferences to win the 2002 elections.
That is inexcusable, but I do say, as the leader has said,
that the Bracks government went into the 2002 election
with a clear commitment that if it won the election the
Otways would become a national park. If the Liberal or
Labor parties go into an election with a clear position
on an issue and win government, it is beholden on that
government to deliver on the policy.
In 2002 the Liberal Party and The Nationals got
creamed. There are 132 members of both houses and
there are 32 of us, so there is a message somewhere. On
this issue the Labor Party got support so we cannot say
it did not have support to bring in a national park. It has
done that.
I give credit to departmental officers because when I
looked at the bill and saw provisions relating to the
Angahook-Lorne State Park I saw that the original draft
indicated there would be no fishing in that area. A
person I know very well saw me and said ‘John, I have
been fishing for eels in this park for so many years. I
have a licence to catch eels in this park.’ According to
the first draft there was no room for him to survive. I
contacted the officers and to their great credit they met
with this person, walked in the water with him, and
when I now look at the bill I see it gives him access to
keep on doing what he has always doing — fish for
eels. That is a good outcome.
We have a great opportunity with the Great Otway
National Park to deliver for the timber industry and the
tourism industry. The strength of the region is to work
together, which we have always done. I hear people
come in here and say they have been to Triplet Falls
and it is fantastic. They say they have been to the
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Otways and it is fantastic. One would have thought that
the bill is being introduced because the Otways will be
destroyed. It does not have to be so because it has been
saved by the people who work and live there.
It reminds me of the marine parks bill that was
introduced some years ago. The crayfish fishermen
who lived at Port Campbell put together an underwater
video which showed the wrecks, the seagrass, the fish
and the kelp and they asked the government to look at
the beautiful video. What did the government do? It
used the same video to show why it was necessary to
create a marine park to protect that part of the ocean.
Many people in these areas will learn not to give the
government any information. When the government of
the day says that it is here to help, it is actually coming
to destroy the area.
I turn to the Port Campbell part of the bill which
excises the Port Campbell caravan park, the surf club
and that area in Port Campbell which is now national
park to Crown land so the people of Port Campbell can
use this facility properly. I applaud that excellent
decision. Currently the caravan park operator is on a
three-month lease and does not know whether he is
coming or going, the surf club is on parkland, and there
are basically no parking facilities in Port Campbell.
This is a great opportunity for the government, Parks
Victoria and the department to get the locals together
with the Corangamite Shire Council to come up with
fantastic alternatives. I do not know how many
members have been to Port Campbell, but basically you
cannot get a car park anywhere, so there is a huge
opportunity for all tiers of government to work together
to come up with good ideas for Port Campbell for the
next 40 or 50 years. We should grasp this opportunity.
The Otway National Park will increase from
40 000 hectares to 102 000 hectares when it becomes
part of the Great Otway National Park. I know Labor
Party members say that this is fantastic. It could be
fantastic, but the biggest issue with all national parks is
lack of funding to not only maintain them but to ensure
that feral animals and weeds are eliminated. We hear
that the government will put in a couple of million
dollars for extra staff or whatever, but it never seems to
happen.
As we have often heard, if you live next to a national or
state park or any Crown land then you have neighbours
from hell. The farmers who adjoin these parks and so
on can be fined for not eliminating the ragwort,
blackberries, rabbits or other vermin, but the
government does not have to abide by any of these
decisions. In the 1999 election the Labor Party had a
policy that if you live next to Crown land and there is a
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fire and the boundary fences are burnt it would go
fifty-fifty with farmers to rebuild the boundary fences.
As soon as the Labor Party got into government that
promise was ditched and nothing happened. That is not
fair. There is no doubt that the Labor Party has a
mandate to introduce the bill, and that is why the
Liberal Party is not opposing it.
However, it concerns me that when there is another Ash
Wednesday fire in the Great Otway National Park in 5,
6, 7 or 10 years time — and it will come — before the
fire is put out you would not want to be fishing 3 miles
out to sea because it would be too hot. With the Ash
Wednesday fire in 1983 there were timber workers and
people in the Otways with bulldozers and knowledge of
the area and they could get in and fight the fire. Once
the Otways is a national park the tracks will be closed,
the timber workers will leave and local knowledge will
disappear. In 2010, or whenever we have another Ash
Wednesday, nobody will go in because the tracks will
not be open. No-one would want to go in there, and the
area will just burn.
I would not want to be in Lorne, Apollo Bay or any of
those towns when a fire comes through because there
would be no stopping it. As I said earlier, I would not
want to be fishing 3 miles offshore either. Many Ash
Wednesday firefighters told me that they were in their
trucks doing 120 kilometres an hour and the fire just
went past them. There was no way of stopping it. That
was in the days when there were tracks, clearances and
so on. In theory we are supposed to be protecting the
trees, native animals and native species, but fire does
not protect anything. The fire does not care whether it is
native, feral, blackberries or ragwort, it will go
whooshka, as they say. When it happens, as happened
at Wilsons Promontory, the chardonnay drinking set
who have introduced this legislation will not be there.
The Liberal Party does not oppose the bill because the
Labor Party clearly had a mandate to go ahead and
declare the Great Otway National Park.
I am a local member in that area and before the 2002
election I had many deputations to my office asking for
the national park not to be proclaimed because it was
many people’s livelihoods which they were desperate
to save. That is why we said before the 2002 election
that we will oppose a national park in the Otways.
However, we lost the election. It is democracy at work
and you cannot argue the issue. Since the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council introduced its
recommendations I have not had one person in my
office complaining about them. For me to be saying
that I oppose the bill because of all the other issues
would not be democratic. Although I am unhappy, I
have to support the bill.
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Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western).
Debate adjourned until next day.

MELBOURNE LANDS (YARRA RIVER
NORTH BANK) (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Sport and Recreation) on motion of Mr Lenders.

RACING AND GAMBLING ACTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Sport and Recreation) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

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

VicRoads: demerit points
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — The issue I
have tonight is with the Minister for Transport in
another place. It concerns a constituent of mine,
Mr Kevin Crough, of 322 Clement Street, Bentleigh. In
May of last year Mr Crough was booked for exceeding
the speed limit on the Northern Highway near
Heathcote. Mr Crough disputed this, and his case was
subsequently heard in the Magistrates Court at Bendigo
on 11 January 2005 and a fine of $200 was imposed.
Mr Crough continued to dispute the matter and
appealed to the County Court. His appeal was heard on
20 May this year. As a result the order of the
Magistrates Court at Bendigo was struck out and the
fine was no longer imposed. Mr Crough paid the
required statutory fees and made a donation in the
County Court — in other words, he was basically free,
as it were.
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However, between Mr Crough being convicted at
Bendigo and appealing in the County Court, VicRoads
applied three demerit points to his licence. He has now
been trying unsuccessfully for quite some time to have
those three points removed from his licence. I therefore
ask the minister to investigate this issue. It seems to
Mr Crough and me to be totally unjust that VicRoads
refuses to remove the three demerit points. To help the
minister pursue this issue, I will put some details on the
record. Matter SO2117979 was held in the County
Court on 20 May of this year before His Honour Judge
Campbell. The registrar’s number is AP-05-0437. I ask
the minister to help Mr Crough get some justice.

Meals on Wheels: fuel prices
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — I raise a matter with
the Minister for Aged Care. There is a lot of pressure on
many in our community because of increasing petrol
prices, which are having a dramatic effect on our
day-to-day lives. Unfortunately the situation will not
change at any time soon. One group of Australians who
are being affected are volunteers, in particular the
Meals on Wheels volunteers who do a great job for the
older and disabled members of our community, who
depend on this service. I have made mention in this
place of the importance of Meals on Wheels and the
contribution that is provided by volunteers. In fact this
service would not survive without its volunteer base. As
I understand it, Meals on Wheels volunteers in the City
of Greater Geelong get standard reimbursement for all
the travelling they do while delivering meals to clients
around the region. While the volunteers are very
generous and spend some of their own money on
petrol, this situation is very unfair, and I believe it will
be the cause of a drop in the numbers of volunteers and
will affect the possibility of getting new ones.
I know the minister recognises the importance of
transport in providing health and community care
(HACC) services as in the last two years he has
provided additional funds to allow home and
community care providers to replace the cars and buses
that are used in delivering HACC services. I ask the
minister whether there are other steps that could be
taken by his department to ensure important services
such as Meals on Wheels are maintained and volunteers
do not personally carry the burden of increased petrol
costs. With the City of Greater Geelong being such a
large municipality, some volunteers may drive
anywhere between 30 and 40 kilometres a day when
they go to outlying areas like Little River, Anakie and
Mount Duneed.
The federal government, which has a responsibility in
this matter should assist and not just sit on its hands.
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Maybe the federal government should forgo the tax
windfall it is getting from the increased petrol prices
and help out everyday motorists, especially volunteers.

Water: irrigators
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Water in
another place. It goes to the issue of the unbundling of
water rights and the implementation of the white paper.
I raised one particular aspect of the issue in question
time today, but tonight I want to raise with the minister
his postponement of the implementation of the white
paper from 1 July 2006 until November 2006. One
could be a cynic and suggest that that delay is for
political purposes, to bring it just before the election so
that the government, in its quest for green votes, can
claim that it is taking 20 per cent of the sales pool and
returning it to the environment.
I am not as cynical as that. I take it more at face value,
that the government is having some difficulty in getting
the legislation together and that has caused the delay. I
can understand that, if that is the case, because it is a
very complex move that has been taken and it has to be
got right. But my plea is that if there is to be a delay
from 1 July 2006 that it be a delay for a full 12 months
to 2007, so we are not introducing unbundling in the
middle of an irrigation season, because this issue is
difficult enough for irrigators to come to grips with as it
is, as I have found at the numerous meetings I have
attended in the irrigation districts over the last six
months, and as the minister would find if he attended or
if he spoke with any of his officers who have attended
those meetings.
Not surprisingly, the irrigators are having a great deal
of difficulty getting to understand the nuances of this
change. With the unbundling of the water rights and
water entitlement, and the introduction of the medium
security right and the 80 to 20 deal and so on, it is an
impossible scenario to contemplate it being introduced
in the middle of an irrigation season with half the
season being accounted for under the current scheme
and half the season being accounted for under the new
scheme. I make an earnest plea to the minister that the
implementation date be set at 1 July 2007 so that we
can start with a fresh slate at the beginning of a new
season.

EastLink: property values
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) — I raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Transport
in another place. It concerns the increase in the value of
land surrounding the EastLink project. My concern
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arises from a number of articles in the daily press — an
article in the Herald Sun commercial property section
of 23 August entitled ‘On the road to riches’; an article
in the Age of 8 August; and an article in the Australian
Financial Review of 3 August from which I cite an
article entitled ‘EastLink tollway proves to be
Melbourne’s golden mile’. In the article Andrew
O’Connell from commercial real estate agency Jones
Lang LaSalle is reported as saying:
Since the commencement of the construction of the freeway,
the benefits of the outer eastern suburbs as industrial hubs is
being realised and that is translating into buyer demand and
price spikes.

Will the minister confirm that commercial and
industrial land values along the EastLink corridor have
increased in the last 12 months? The action I am
seeking from the minister is for his department to
provide an overview of the significance for residents of
this reported 15 per cent increase in land values in the
last 12 months in Rowville and Scoresby, which are
both in Koonung Province. I ask the minister if his
department could investigate what other positive
outcomes there might be surrounding the EastLink
project and how these can be made known to the wider
community and my constituents in Koonung Province.

Local government: rural planning zones
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I raise an issue
for the Minister for Local Government. It concerns the
direction the Minister for Planning in another place has
given to councils across Victoria indicating they have
six weeks to implement and apply the former planning
minister’s disastrous rural zones or he will do it for
them.
The action I seek from the minister is to inform her
colleague the Minister for Planning, the Honourable
Rob Hulls, that if they do as he suggests, councils going
to the polls this November will be in breach of
section 93A(1) of the the Local Government Act. That
section states that councils must not make a major
policy decision during the caretaker period, which this
year commences on 30 September.
In my opinion, taking away a land-holder’s property
right is a major policy decision. Section 93A(5) states:
Any person who suffers any loss or damage as a result of
acting in good faith on a major policy decision made in
contravention of this section is entitled to compensation from
the Council for that loss or damage.

The Bracks government should reimburse councils that
are sued for loss or damage due to breaches of the
Local Government Act, if they are faced with financial
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payouts because of the actions of the Minister for
Planning, who clearly is not aware of the act. One of
the major responsibilities of local government should
be planning. Local governments understand and know
their own backyards intimately. After many meetings
across rural and regional Victoria it became blatantly
obvious to me that many of the changes being proposed
were not acceptable to country Victorians. With no
obligation and no resources, and with local
communities up in arms, most councils have simply let
it all drop. The rural zones review has largely been a
time-consuming, expensive, divisive flop.
In typical Labor Party fashion, the minister has decided
to unilaterally and immediately apply the new zones,
including a direct translation of the existing rural zone
to the farming zone and the environmental rural zone to
the rural conservation zone, by ministerial amendment.
He has given councils just six weeks from 25 August to
tell him why he should not proceed. As most councils
in Victoria go to the polls in November and are in
caretaker mode from 30 September, they are not well
placed to embark upon another comprehensive
planning review and will in fact be bulldozed into
breaching the Local Government Act.

Carers: rally
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — My
question is to the Minister for Community Services in
another place, and it is to do with carers in Victoria.
Yesterday I had the great honour of being among a
number of people who took part in the Walk a Mile in
My Shoes rally which took place on the steps of
Parliament House. It was significant that there were
many members of the Liberal Party and many members
of The Nationals in attendance, and I think there were
perhaps two members of the Labor Party — and I note
you were one of them, Deputy President. It was very
disappointing to the carers to note that the Labor Party
was not well represented. They were particularly
disappointed, given that this very innovative program
was thought up and brought about by the Gippsland
carers and in particular Jean Tops, that the Minister for
Community Services, Sherryl Garbutt, could not even
be bothered to go nor indeed send any representation. It
was appalling, and it was not lost on the carers.
The carers wanted to raise enough money to maintain
the Walk a Mile in My Shoes web site and to increase
their register of people who are desperate to help as
carers. I applaud the organisers. There were several
speakers, many of whom shared their personal
experiences, which were very poignant. They wanted to
raise awareness of the plight of carers in this state and
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across the country because they were holding a vigil in
Canberra at the same time.
One of the people I spoke to was Nola Adkins. All
members of her family have experienced many
illnesses. Nola has had a huge number of hospital visits
and she has been caring for people for a significantly
long time. She is tired, she is frustrated, she is fed up
with the system, and she does not want to receive
another emotionless letter from Minister Garbutt — she
wants real help and real support.
Another person I met was Mark Modra. He and his
wife, Ellen, have experienced the worst side of the
Department of Human Services. For 16 months they
entrusted their son, Luke, who is autistic, to the
department. During this time the government spent
$500 000 to have two staff looking after him 24 hours a
day. My question is: can the minister advise me what
support she will provide through both service support
and financial support to Mark and Ellen Modra so they
can house and care for their son at home? All Mark
wants is for the government to financially support him
and his wife so that Luke can live with them and they
can care for him. If the government can spend $500 000
just to have staff looking after him, why on earth can it
not have a bit more of an innovative approach and
make certain that Luke can be kept at home with his
parents? I commend the carers of Victoria.

VicTrack: Castlemaine radio landline
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — My
question is to the Minister for Transport in the other
place, Mr Peter Batchelor.
Mr Lenders — I thought it was for me and I was
getting excited.
Hon. D. K. DRUM — If the Minister for Finance
would take over fast rail, then we might be able to
address some questions to him. He is lacking something
under the left breast!
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Drum
will return to his adjournment matter.
Hon. D. K. DRUM — I was just saying he does not
have the heart.
Earlier this year as work on the fast rail project on the
Bendigo line finally got under way a landline between
Castlemaine and Bendigo was severed by VicTrack.
This landline was also used by KLFM radio station to
deliver its program to approximately 17 000 listeners in
Castlemaine. The landline was also used to help with its
national and state news broadcasts. The minister is
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aware of the situation. He knows the line was severed
by VicTrack, and he knows it was under a commercial
agreement between KLFM and the government. The
lease has effectively been paid in advance for up to six
months, and yet no compensation has been forthcoming
from the government. VicTrack workers have indicated
that it would be a very simple job for them to connect
KLFM to the new fibre-optic cable; they simply need
the go-ahead from the government. It is quite clear that
the only thing they need to fix this whole debacle is the
will of the government to allow KLFM access to the
new fibre-optic line.
This is the latest embarrassment with the fast rail
project, which will deliver slower trains in nearly half
of its projected new timetables when compared to the
current timetables. The only suggestions that have been
put forward by the government so far are too expensive
for a community based radio station that and relies
heavily on volunteers to run its locally based programs.
KLFM simply cannot afford the $25 000 capital cost,
plus options on top of that, as has been put forward by
the government; nor can it afford other options, which
would mean it would have to pay $7300 in annual fees.
The Castlemaine community has been treated shabbily
by the government and also by the government-owned
VicTrack. I inform the minister that I have written to
the member for Bendigo West in the other place, asking
him to call a group meeting with all the affected parties.
I urge the minister to get together with the member for
Bendigo West and organise a meeting of
representatives from the radio station, VicTrack and the
government to see if they cannot work together to
ensure KLFM can get back online and start servicing
the people of Castlemaine with a locally based
program.
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(b) must exercise reasonable care and diligence.
(2) A person who fails to comply with sub-section (1) is
guilty of an offence against this Act.

I have recently taken the step of lodging a formal
complaint with the governance and legislation branch
of the minister’s department seeking some immediate
action on whether or not the deputy mayor,
Cr Mulholland, and the mayor, Cr Ryan, are in breach
of section 76B, which requires them to act honestly. I
have provided some evidence which I say leads very
clearly to the fact that an arrangement was made over
the mayoralty; that part of the deal was that the mayoral
car would be made available to the deputy mayor, for
which there was absolutely no capacity; and that the
deputy mayor used the car illegally for a period of
nearly three months, at great cost to the ratepayers, and
purely because, as she is quoted in the newspaper as
saying:
Greg —

that is, the mayor —
believes I deserve some sort of reward.

This council is dysfunctional. On Monday this week the
member for Ivanhoe’s four tame councillors — that is,
Mulholland; Brooks, who works for Minister Garbutt;
Melican and Ryan — left the chamber during debate so
that no quorum was present and the council meeting
collapsed. We have a completely dysfunctional council.
I have followed the minister’s request through her
spokesman that any complaints needed to be put
forward to Local Government Victoria. I have made a
formal complaint seeking an inquiry into whether those
councillors acted honestly or not, and I ask the minister
for action immediately.

Banyule: councillors
Responses
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — The
matter I wish to raise with the Minister for Local
Government goes to the issue of the Banyule City
Council which I have raised in this place previously.
The last time I raised the issue I sought to have a
municipal inspector appointed to this dysfunctional
council. On page 1 of the Heidelberg Leader of
16 August a spokesman for the minister said that any
complaints needed to be put forward to Local
Government Victoria. Section 76B of the Local
Government Act, under ‘Rules of conduct’, says:
(1) In performing the role of a Councillor or a member of a
special committee, a person —
(a) must act honestly;

Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — The
Minister for Transport in the other place received three
adjournment questions. The first was from Mr Strong
regarding a constituent’s speeding issue. The second
was from Mrs Buckingham regarding the value of land
around EastLink. I must say that $70 million is being
invested in that corridor; it is a wonderful project that
will have great economic benefits; we do not have to
wait 335 days to see outcomes there, so it is a great
question from Mrs Buckingham. The third was from
Mr Drum regarding the fibre-optic line near Bendigo. I
will certainly pass those on to the Minister for
Transport.
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Mr Eren raised an issue for the Minister for Aged Care
regarding petrol prices and volunteers. I will certainly
raise that with the minister.
Mr Baxter raised an issue for the Minister for Water in
the other place regarding the unbundling of water
rights, the white paper and timing issues, which I will
certainly raise with the minister for his attention.
The Minister for Local Government received two
adjournment questions. The question from Mr Vogels.
really was a strange adjournment question in one sense,
because he was asking a minister to ask another
minister about something. But I will certainly pass on in
good faith the full transcript to the minister.
Mr Forwood raised an issue regarding the Banyule City
Council. I will certainly pass that on to the Minister for
Local Government with the seriousness it deserves. But
I cannot let pass without comment that he in this place
editorialised about four Banyule councillors breaking
quorum when the parliamentary Liberal Party in this
place periodically breaks quorum — it draws people
out of the house so there will not be a quorum. I would
be delighted — what was it about St Thomas Aquinas
and angels dancing on pinheads? — if Mr Forwood
could actually distinguish the Banyule course of action
from the one that he and his colleagues periodically
perpetrate. Nevertheless, I will pass that on to the
Minister for Local Government in the spirit in which it
was intended.
Hon. D. K. Drum — With the seriousness it
deserves.
Mr LENDERS — Yes, Mr Drum, with the
seriousness it deserves.
Finally, Mrs Coote raised for the Minister for
Community Services in the other place an adjournment
question regarding the Walk a Mile in My Shoes
gathering. I will certainly pass it on to the minister for
her attention, while noting that five ministers at least of
the parliamentary Labor Party were on the steps of
Parliament House at the time.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The house
stands adjourned.
House adjourned 10.26 p.m.
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Thursday, 15 September 2005
The PRESIDENT (Hon. M. M. Gould) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Taxis: rural and regional
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) presented petition
from certain citizens of Victoria requesting that the
government immediately introduce measures that
will lift the subsidised operation of country taxi
services to the level given to Melbourne-based taxis
and to initiate reforms that will enhance the viability
of country taxi services so they can continue to meet
the needs of country Victorians (18 signatures).
Laid on table.

Hazardous waste: Nowingi
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) and
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) presented
petitions from certain citizens of Victoria requesting
that the Legislative Council abandon the proposal to
place a toxic waste facility in the Mildura region
(211 and 278 signatures respectively).
Laid on table.

Albert Park: parking fees
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) presented
petition from certain citizens of Victoria requesting
that approval for the introduction of the parking
strategy within the Albert Park precinct be deferred
until an independent study is conducted as to the
impact these fees will have on sports and other users
of the park (1842 signatures).
Laid on table.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Auditor-General: parliamentary control and
management of appropriations
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) presented
report, including appendix.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.
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Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I
move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In April 2003 the Auditor-General reported on
parliamentary control and management of
appropriations, a fundamental plank of the Westminster
system of government. The key finding of the
Auditor-General at the time was that in Victoria we
have not got much. In essence he found that the amount
of flexibility given to the executive government now
outweighed the capacity of the Parliament to scrutinise
and control the management of our appropriations. As
honourable members know, there is no capacity for the
Auditor-General to insist that his recommendations be
taken notice of by the government, particularly the
executive. The role falls to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee to advocate on behalf of the
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office and on behalf of the
Parliament the issues that he deems appropriate to raise.
Given the fundamental importance of the
appropriations system as outlined in the constitution of
the state, the PAEC took on this inquiry.
At the outset I should thank the staff of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee. Trevor Wood,
formerly of the audit office, was our expert adviser and
did an outstanding job, greatly assisted by Michele
Cornwell, Pek Toh and other members of the
secretariat.
I recommend honourable members read, study and be
concerned about this unanimous report of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee. Let me reiterate
that this is a unanimous report. Page 11 says
The Auditor-General —

in giving evidence —
reiterated to the committee that following examination of
appropriation frameworks operating in comparable Australian
and overseas jurisdictions, the extent of budgetary
discretion/flexibility available in Victoria was more extensive
than in those other jurisdictions.

We do not argue against the necessity for the executive
government to have both discretion and flexibility, but
there is a role for the Parliament in this process that the
committee finds has been ignored. There are
27 recommendations in this report that go to the heart
of how the relationship between the constitution and the
actions of the Parliament — and particularly actions of
the government in the allocation of resources — should
be handled. There are a number of examples in relation
to this that would give a far greater role to the
Parliament than it currently has.
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In particular, I draw the attention of honourable
members to the use of trust funds, to the use of the
Treasurer’s advance and to the current operations of the
appropriation framework. There are a number of
important issues, particularly in relation to retained
revenue under section 29 of the Financial Management
Act, the balances held by the state administration unit
and the composition of those balances. One of the
really important things members of Parliament should
get their heads around is how we respond to the budget
papers as a Parliament and how we follow through the
process as a Parliament is fundamental to our
democratic system. The Auditor-General raised
important issues that have now been picked up by the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. What is
important now is that all members of Parliament get
their heads around the issues that the PAEC has raised
and push forward for remedial change by the executive
government, not just this government but all
governments, in the interests of the robustness of the
appropriation system.
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) (By leave) — I also
wish to make a brief statement on the
Auditor-General’s report on parliamentary control and
management of appropriations. Approval of
appropriations by Parliament is fundamental to our
Westminster parliamentary system and to our
democratic government. It is part of the checks and
balances of our democracy and reinforces the
accountability of executive government to the
Parliament and the people. We have been through a
period of change in terms of practices in the 1990s with
the introduction of accrual accounting and changes in
the way budget papers are presented with outputs and
outcomes, and a focus more on performance. Under the
Bracks government we have seen changes in legislation
which strengthens the Auditor-General’s oversight of
government.
It is timely for the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee to look at the Auditor-General’s report and
to reflect on to what degree the principle of the
Westminster system is still in place. Of course, that
system upholds Parliamentary scrutiny and approval of
appropriations. The intention of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee is to help Parliament deal
with issues raised by the Auditor-General. We hope that
the Parliament and government find it a very useful
document. It raises a range of issues, as Mr Forwood
has outlined, and provides various options for current
processes and practices that are worthy of
consideration.
I thank the staff members of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee secretariat who, in their usual
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fashion, have put in hours of work to bring this report to
fruition in conjunction with the committee.
Motion agreed to.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Office of Police Integrity — Investigation into the publication
of One Down, One Missing, September 2005.
Victorian Law Reform Commission — Interim Report on
Family Violence Police Holding Powers.

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

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
EastLink: opposition policy
Hon. ANDREW BRIDESON (Waverley) — I
wish to make a brief statement today. I never thought I
would say this, but I am very appreciative of the Bracks
government. Why? It has wasted so much money that
the Doyle plan on the Scoresby freeway will be
announced today. We will be implementing a no-tolls
policy, with no cuts to schools, no cuts to hospitals, no
cuts to police and no cuts to community services. It will
be a great plan and a great policy to be announced later
today.

Sandringham: beach renourishment
Mr PULLEN (Higinbotham) — I rise to
congratulate the Minister for Environment in the other
place, the Honourable John Thwaites, for again proving
that the Bracks government listens and acts when the
community has genuine concerns about proposed
actions by a government department that it believes is
not what local residents want. The issue I raise is in
relation to cliff stabilisation and beach renourishment at
the Royal Avenue beach in Sandringham in my
electorate. The department proposed to spend
$1.5 million on the project by installing a rock wall and
concrete revetment rather than renourish the beach.
Following a public meeting I arranged for a group of
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residents to meet with the minister to put forward an
alternative proposal.
To its credit, the Victorian Coastal Council investigated
the alternative proposal and agreed to renourish the
beach, build a small groyne and naturally fill and
revegetate the base of the cliff. Minister Thwaites’s
department contributed $1.2 million to the project and
Bayside City Council allocated $280 000 to undertake
cliff-top works. I congratulate the Black Rock and
Sandringham Conservation Association, particularly
members Janet Ablitt, Helen Shannon, Margaret
Garner, Stephen Morey and Robyn Browne for their
outstanding campaign, Minister Thwaites and the
Bayside City Council. This is another example of the
Bracks government listening and acting and making
Victoria a better place to raise a family.

Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation forum
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
In less than two years Australia will host the most
significant major event ever staged in Australia. It is not
the Commonwealth Games, it is not the FINA
swimming championships, it is the 2007 Asia-Pacific
Economic Cooperation leaders meeting. In September
2007 Australia will host the Asia-Pacific Economic
Cooperation forum which brings together leaders of the
Pacific rim and Asia-Pacific nations. Collectively these
nations account for 70 per cent of Australia’s trade and
50 per cent of foreign direct investment. It is a clear
indication of Australia’s international standing that it is
hosting this important forum. For the first time in
Australia’s history we will simultaneously host the
presidents of the United States of America, China and
Russia, as well as the Prime Ministers of Japan,
Canada, Thailand and Singapore, as well as other
Asia-Pacific leaders.
In order to maximise the benefits of this forum each
state was invited to bid to host key elements of this
unprecedented event. The Bracks government stands
condemned for its failure to secure any of the meetings.
I am informed by sources within the commonwealth
Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade that
Victoria’s bid was lacklustre and amateurish in its
nature. In its incompetence the Bracks government has
failed to take up this opportunity, and as a consequence
Victoria will be sidelined when some of the world’s
most important leaders meet in Australia in 2007.

New Zealand: general election
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — Besides the
National Rugby League and the Australian Football
League finals this weekend there are a couple of other
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events of some importance, such as elections in
Germany and New Zealand. In New Zealand the Helen
Clark-led Labour government will be seeking a third
term. New Zealand has an unemployment rate of
3.5 per cent and the Labour government has presided
over a strong economy with solid surpluses, sound
financial management and progressive social policies.
In the face of this, the opposition National Party has
done what right-wing parties have always done:
appealed to the hip-pocket nerve and played the race
card. What has made this approach even more
egregious in New Zealand is that the race card was
applied against its own indigenous population, the
Maori. Whether it will work or not I do not know. It
worked in Australia, but it did not work in the United
Kingdom. I would like to send my best wishes to the
Labour Party in New Zealand and wish the party and
the Prime Minister, Helen Clark, every success.

Industrial relations: federal changes
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I wish to
draw the house’s attention to a press release issued by
the Minister for Industrial Relations in the other place
on 7 September 2005 in which he claimed that
according to a survey that had allegedly been
undertaken 65 per cent of employers in Victoria had
indicated that they were quite pleased with current
workplace arrangements, that those arrangements suited
their needs and were diverse enough to apply across a
range of industries. The minister said there was no need
for the Howard government industrial relations
changes. It is an interesting press release, and the
minister must release the survey.
The minister’s statement is particularly interesting
given that I have talked to quite a range of industry
associations and none of them has any knowledge of
the survey the minister purports was carried out. It
behoves him to release full details of the survey and
give us an idea of what questions were actually put to
employers. The organisations I have talked to that say
they have no knowledge of it include the Master
Builders Association of Victoria, the Air Conditioning
and Mechanical Contractors Association, the Victorian
Automobile Chamber of Commerce, the Family
Business Association, the master plumbers, the
Furnishers Society of Victoria, the Restaurant and
Catering Industry Association, the Australian Retailers
Association Victoria, the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
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Thompsons Road, Lower Templestowe:
upgrade
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) — After many
years of waiting, commuters in Templestowe Province
will soon enjoy the benefits of a first-class road when
the Thompsons Road upgrade is completed in
mid-2007. In April 2004 the Minister for Transport in
the other place announced $12 million to upgrade
Thompsons Road between Manningham Road and
Foote Street in Lower Templestowe. Akron Roads Pty
Ltd has now been awarded the contract to construct the
project, which will be managed by the VicRoads
eastern projects team. Work is expected to begin in
November 2005. The contractor, Akron Roads, will
establish a site office near the project prior to work
commencing. A detailed design for the project is
currently under way. The design will confirm the finer
details of the project, such as the relocation of utility
services.
Following extensive community consultation
VicRoads, with the support of Manningham council,
proposed improved safety features at two major
intersections on the project. Traffic lights will be
installed at the Feathertop Avenue–Thompsons Road
intersection and left turns only will be allowed at the
Wellington Street–Thompsons Road intersection. These
changes will greatly increase safety for road users. A
community reference group has been established to
monitor community concerns and advise VicRoads of
any issues that may arise during the life of the project.
The group includes community, VicRoads and
Manningham council representatives. This is a great
Bracks government transport initiative which has been
a long time coming to the people of Templestowe.

Local government: regional mayors summit
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I have read with
interest the spin and hype delivered at the mayors’
summit to 48 regional councils by the Premier and
senior ministers in Bendigo a few days ago. It appears
the government will make a statement in November
about supporting local initiatives to attract individual
families and businesses to live, work and invest — they
forgot to say play — in regional areas by backing skills,
attracting new investment and managing growth. It
sounds fantastic, but what has been the reality over the
past six years? While the Bracks government has
increased its revenue from $20 billion in 1999 to
$30 billion in 2005 it has managed to cut grants and
transfer payments to local government by almost 50 per
cent.
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The Department for Victorian Communities now
delivers many of the funds distributed to community
groups via Labor Party MPs and party hacks instead of
allowing local councils to decide what their
community’s needs are. The Bracks government’s
strategy of community strengthening is alive and well
in country communities already and rather than
producing glossy strategies and conducting a plethora
of community meetings, it would be better off directing
the resources to local communities and letting councils
get on with it.
I could go on and talk about native vegetation and
landowners being taken to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal by various government-funded
environmental groups. I could talk about WorkSafe
provisions, which in many cases are excessive. Local
government is no longer fooled by spin and hype and
wants to see dollars on the table rather than five years
of rhetoric.

Industrial relations: federal changes
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — Day by day John
Howard’s industrial relations (IR) legislation appears to
be more about union bashing and dragging workers
back to the 18th century than increasing productivity in
the workplace. In what must be one of the clearest signs
that productivity has nothing to do with workplace
reforms, the subsidies in the car industry recently
flagged by the federal Minister for Employment and
Workplace Relations, Kevin Andrews, will be linked to
the acceptance of Australian workplace agreements
(AWAs) under the new regime. Unless car
manufacturers like the Ford Motor Company in
Geelong offer individual contracts to their workers, the
federal government will withhold its share of
government subsidies. I thought blackmail was against
the law in this country. I say, ‘Shame on the federal
government’ for blackmailing major industries in this
country.
If the Howard government’s proposed IR legislation
were any good, it would be welcomed by industry,
which would not need to be blackmailed into it.
Industry would not need to be blackmailed into rolling
out the coalition government’s backward agenda. This
development in the IR world is not only alarming for
employees who will be forced to accept lower wages
and conditions under the draconian AWAs, but it is also
a real concern for industries themselves. The
government says it wants businesses to be free of
bureaucracy and red tape. However, in reality John
Howard’s government is being totally dictatorial and
interventionist. This is demonstrated by its linking of its
industrial agenda to government funding for areas such
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as higher education and major roads projects. This is
using political blackmail to impose a system that clearly
no-one wants.

Timber industry: Heyfield forum
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — This morning I
want to provide the house with a 90-second briefing on
an important forum that I attended in Heyfield on
30 August. Heyfield, as most members will know, is a
very strong timber town, and the forum looked at
further opportunities to develop aspects of the timber
industry in the township. It was organised by the Shire
of Wellington and in particular Cr Malcolm Hole, who
represents the Heyfield area, and I congratulate both for
their initiative in staging this forum. It was a most
productive morning, attended by about 60 invited
people who represented all aspects of the timber
industry right through from the harvesters to the
processors and value-adders.
It was pleasing to see representatives of the furniture
industry attending, along with both federal and state
government representatives for industry development
as well as local government. They were all welcome.
Two committees were established to work on the ideas
that were discussed at the forum. One of them was to
further develop an initiative of Wellington shire, which
had established within its planning precinct for
Heyfield a sustainable timber enterprise precinct, so
that the planning mechanisms that are in place can be
utilised for further opportunities as they arise. I am
pleased to inform the house that the member for
Gippsland East in another place and I volunteered to
serve on that committee. I will therefore be in a position
to provide the house with updates from time to time.

Telstra: sale
Hon. R. G. MITCHELL (Central Highlands) —
Today is a very sad day, because we woke up to find
that Mr Backdown Backflip Barnaby has sold out rural
and regional Victoria by voting with the federal
government for the sale of Telstra. This means we have
a federal government which has rushed the legislation
through because it is out of touch and arrogant and has
no understanding of the needs of the bush or the
problems that people in rural and regional Victoria face
with telecommunications. It means fewer services for
the bush, such as the Pyalong mobile phone tower
which was promised, but Fran Bailey and Graeme
Stoney failed to deliver it and have been totally silent
on getting it for the Pyalong community. The
capitulation of The Nationals over Telstra confirms that
they are not representatives of the bush.
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An article by Ross Fitzgerald in today’s Australian
states:
… Telstra backflip is yet another example of The Nationals
squandering a golden opportunity to stand up for the wishes
of their country constituents.

Seventy per cent of Australians are against the sale of
Telstra, yet you have a federal government and now a
rollover senator who have just sat there and sold out
Victoria and the rest of the nation. We should start up a
Not Happy, Barnaby club, with membership starting at
$4.35 and dropping dramatically because of this sale.

Commonwealth Parliamentary Association:
Fiji conference
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) —
Recently I represented Victoria as its delegate at the
Commonwealth Parliamentary Association annual
general meeting in Fiji. It was attended by around
800 delegates representing 51 commonwealth
countries. At the outset I should put on the record my
thanks to the Fijian government for the outstanding
hospitality it provided to all delegates during the
conference.
The Commonwealth Parliamentary Association is an
important organisation and one which plays a
significant role in advancing a number of causes
throughout the world. The theme of the conference was
what role the commonwealth can play in assisting the
United Nations in achieving the eight millennium
development goals that have been put in place by the
United Nations. A strong case can be argued that the
commonwealth as a bloc has a significant role to play
in advancing the United Nations cause. There were a
number of outstanding workshops, including on
HIV/AIDS, reducing poverty, women in Parliament,
and particularly on corruption and democracy. A
number of outstanding papers were given by people
from organisations such as the World Bank and the
commonwealth policy secretarial unit. It was an
outstanding — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Thornbury High School: launch
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — I had the pleasure of
launching Thornbury High School’s new name and
logo on 2 June, which is significant to me as Thornbury
High School is my old school.
Thornbury High School was first opened in 1962 and
over the decades has achieved a reputation of a
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high-achieving school with an academic focus.
Returning to the old name of Thornbury High School,
after numerous compromise names when Thornbury
High School and Darebin Parklands Secondary College
merged in 1992, marks the beginning of a new chapter
in the life of the school. The hard work of the staff at
Thornbury ensures that the students receive a
high-quality education that prepares them for life after
high school, whether this is in employment, training or
further education.
I also had the pleasure of attending Thornbury High
School’s constitutional convention on 26 July which
was attended by students from Northcote High School,
Latrobe Secondary College, Reservoir Secondary
College and Banksia Secondary College. Students
discussed the federal government’s immigration
policies towards refugees and asylum seekers. I
particularly applaud the students, teachers and staff for
raising the issue of the deportation of Nak
Assavantheptavee, a Thornbury High School student.
Nak was deported for visa anomalies, and since then
Thornbury High School has worked tirelessly to
advocate and raise funds for his return.
I commend the vision and passion I saw among the
staff and students at Thornbury High School and the
leadership of principal, Peter Egeberg, and congratulate
them for continuing to strive for the highest standards
in education. I wish Thornbury High School the best of
success in the future.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Parliament: science briefing
Mr SOMYUREK (Eumemmerring) — I rise to
congratulate the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly
on a forum that is being organised for later on today on
depression, youth suicide and the brain. The recognition
of suicide is a significant health issue across the whole
of the community and in particular for young people.
The Victorian government’s policy on suicide
prevention is a comprehensive one and it is one which
builds on the work of the Victorian Suicide Prevention
Task Force to lessen the incidence of suicide in the
community. The underpinning principle of the
government’s policy with respect to suicide prevention
is the understanding that suicide has multiple societal
and individual causes and that suicide prevention
requires a whole-of-government approach.
Youth suicide prevention is a key to tackling the suicide
problem. The key features of the policy include
promotion of awareness of suicide, depression and
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related issues, services through appropriate community
education campaigns and health promotion strategies.
The briefing later on today will cover how widespread
depression is and what it is costing the community;
why depression is the commonest cause of suicide and
why young country men are at greatest risk; advances
in the detection and treatment of depression; how
depression changes the brain; how much more we still
have to learn about the workings of our brains — and
the implications for depression, mental illness and
degenerative diseases. This is a very worthwhile
briefing.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Human Services: report 2003-04
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — I am pleased
to make a contribution in the statements-on-reports
section today, and in doing so will talk about the
Department of Human Services annual report 2003–04.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — No, I will talk about the
dental health services output group and make it very
clear that this government has seriously failed to deal
with the problem of dental waiting lists in Victoria.
I want to place on the public record some of the
concerning and very worrying figures that are available
in this area. The government’s own web site provides
some of these figures — and they are figures that
should make everyone concerned. The idea that people
in Victoria should have to wait 28 months for dentures
is an absolute disgrace. It is with real distress that I talk
about these matters because of the number of people
who over the past two to three years have contacted my
office about dental services. These people have been in
pain and discomfort and have had their lives ruined in
many respects by this government’s inability to manage
dental services.
I make the point too that it is not as though this
government has not had time to do something here. In
2002 the Auditor-General gave it a wake-up call. He
examined dental health services in Victoria and gave
the government a very poor report card on the
performance of public dentistry services in Victoria.
The government chose to not heed the warnings from
the Auditor-General in 2002 and to continue on its
merry way. What is clear is that the Bracks government
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still puts less money into dental services than the
Queensland government, it still puts less money into
dental services than it should on a per capita basis, it
still fails to do — —
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — Mr Viney raised the issue
of the federal government, but I make the point that the
state government’s responsibility is to fund dental
services to a level equivalent to those in states like
Queensland — and it could at least equal what is
occurring with Premier Peter Beattie. We know about
the shambolic state of the health service in Queensland,
but Peter Beattie has made points about our service
down here. He has singled out the waiting list of the
Royal Melbourne Hospital — Mr Viney may not know
that — and has made very clear points about the failure
of the Bracks government to deal with waiting lists.
The same is true of dental waiting lists. Twenty-eight
months is the general dentistry waiting time in Victoria.
It is disgraceful that people should have to wait these
periods. It is disgraceful that in many areas of country
Victoria people should be forced to wait 50, 60 and, in
some cases, 65 months for treatment — 65 months of
discomfort and 65 months without the capacity to chew
and eat properly.
I want to talk about the case of Mr Hurkens from the
Knox community centre. He had to wait five years for
his new dentures — five years — with a worn out, flat
set of dentures that did not enable him to chew
properly. He was unable to eat steak. This is a major
impact on the life of a person who deserves proper
treatment and proper care.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — Minister Lenders and
Mr Viney might well laugh. They might well joke
about issues like the problems of Mr Hurkens.
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — No, Mr Viney, it is not a
cheap shot. I am making the point very clearly that
Labor Party members are making a jocular matter of
this.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member should
make his point through the Chair.
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Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — As Mr Forwood
interjected, they are scoffing at a man’s infirmities. I
think it is disgraceful that these senior government
members are not prepared to stand up — —
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, I take
offence at the member saying that I have been scoffing
at a person’s misfortune, because I certainly have not. I
ask him to withdraw.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — It is simply not a point of
order. He was scoffing. He was making light of a very
serious matter.
Hon. Bill Forwood — On the point of order — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask Mr Forwood to
sit down. I do not uphold the point of order. I ask
Mr Davis to continue, and I remind honourable
members that when they are raising points of order they
should not debate the matter.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — It is very clear this
government has failed on dental services. Its recent
dental package that sought to inject additional funds by
grabbing money from pensioners’ pockets through
cutting concessions on car registrations was disgraceful.
Every pensioner in Victoria who drives has been
slugged $80-odd to fund the government’s raft of extra
services.
I have to say that that is a cruel technique — ripping
money out of pensioners’ pockets and restricting their
mobility. The government is ripping their licences away
from them and making it so they cannot move around.
This is a whack at pensioners, and they know it. When
you move around the country it is very clear that this
government is on the nose and its failure to manage
dental services is regarded as — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Education and Training Committee:
pre-service teacher training
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) — As a
member of the Education and Training Committee I am
pleased to note that the government last week
responded to the report of the committee’s inquiry into
the suitability of pre-service teacher education in
Victoria titled Step Up, Step In, Step Out.

Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — They believe it’s funny.
Hon. Bill Forwood — They are a scoffing at a
man’s infirmities.

After exhaustive consultation, both nationally and in
Victoria, and an examination of international best
practice models — —
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Hon. Bill Forwood — Where did you go?
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM — I did not go
anywhere and neither did Mr Hall, but the rest of the
committee travelled overseas.
After examining international best practice models the
committee found that Victoria has a world-class
teaching work force, but, with the changing nature of
the global economy, the national job market and society
in general, there is a requirement that teacher education
stay abreast of these changes if new teachers are to
meet these rising challenges. The committee found that
it was vital that education faculties in universities do
more to relate their courses to what happens in the
classroom. While theory and pedagogy are important,
so is classroom practice. To that end, the more teaching
practice a person receives, the more prepared they are
for the challenges of coping in today’s classrooms.
We found that many graduates felt ill-prepared for the
realities of teaching, and presentations from principals
and supervising teachers supported this. The committee
therefore recommended that the minimum number of
days pre-service teachers spend in schools be increased.
The committee also found a need to step up the quality,
standards and accountability mechanisms in teacher
education systems.
The report was entitled Step Up, Step In and Step Out.
As I have stated, we found there was a need to step up
standards and accountability, but it is also imperative
for practising teachers to step into the universities to
enhance their own knowledge, qualifications and skills
with both pre-service teachers and teacher educators.
Our investigations also showed that it was important for
teacher educators to leave the universities and step out
into schools and interact with practising teachers,
students and their communities. There are some great
teaching courses available in Victoria which are
producing enthusiastic new teachers who still feel
ill-equipped to cope with the realities of day-to-day
teaching.
The committee made 44 recommendations, which are
mostly supported by the government in its response.
The government’s response outlines the initiatives of
the Department of Education and Training to improve
the quality and standards of teacher education in
Victoria. These include teaching scholarships available
since 2001 to attract the best and brightest teaching
graduates to employment in hard-to-staff areas across
Victoria. There is also a graduate recruitment program
which provides employment opportunities in targeted
geographic and curriculum areas. In 2004 Jacinta Allan,
the Minister for Education Services in another place,
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announced other programs to get more people into
teaching. These include the career change program, the
student practicum scheme and the rural retraining and
refresher training initiatives.
The government’s response to the inquiry is
comprehensive. It addresses the recommendations in a
table format outlining the government’s response and
indicating a response type numbered 1 to 5 — with 1
being the response has been undertaken by the
Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT); 2, the response
will be undertaken by the Victorian Institute of
Teaching; 3, the responsibility for carrying out the
government’s response lies with the Department of
Education and Training; 4, the responsibility of
organisation lies outside the jurisdiction of both the
department and the VIT; and finally 5, the initiative is
subject to cost analysis.
It is important to note that funding of higher education,
including pre-service teacher education, is the
responsibility of the commonwealth government. The
government’s response clearly states that there is an
onus on the commonwealth government to provide
funding to implement many of the committee’s
recommendations, including the increase in practicum
days. The government’s response indicates the
important role of the VIT in accrediting and monitoring
courses and ensuring consultation between teacher
education providers and key stakeholders.
I look forward to the VIT requiring universities to
provide detailed program documentation outlining
mechanisms for ongoing monitoring, evaluation and
modification of teacher education courses, their
curriculum and delivery, thereby ensuring
accountability. I thank the government for its detailed
response and commend all interested in education and
its future to read it. I look forward to the
recommendations being carried out.

Victorian Communities: report 2003–04
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I want to
speak on the Department for Victorian Communities
annual report of 2003–04. I have some concerns with
this report and therefore would like some clarification. I
hope the minister will come out, particularly in his next
annual report or in the press before then, about some of
the promises that have been made within this report that
I do not think have been fulfilled — for example, with
the environmental initiatives, it mentions the design and
refurbishment of 1 Spring Street. We know that the
design and refurbishment of Spring Street was at
considerable cost. From what I gather it is in the
vicinity of $10 million. I am waiting for some more
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clarification about that. It says it included recycling of
materials and incorporation of energy-saving
appliances, but I would be very keen to know how
much these energy-saving appliances and recycled
materials actually cost. My suspicion would be that
they are more costly than anything else, and I want to
know what those justifications are. Also, there was the
joining of the Greenfleet initiative where 17 trees are
planted for every Department for Victorian
Communities fleet vehicle. We should be just about
having a forest if that is the case because there are a lot
of vehicles that we see officers of the department
driving.
As to the future directions for the Department for
Victorian Communities, I have major concerns with
some of the terminology in the report and it would be
extremely pleasing to have some clarification of it. It
says that the department is using this research for a
range of purposes, such as to understand what
influences community strength. I will be extremely
interested to see what parameters the department comes
up with and what the research areas are going to be. It
also says the department is going to promote the
adoption of uniform indicators across government for
strengthening strategies. Once again that is a lot of
words, but I do not understand what they mean and
what it is going to achieve, or alternatively how much it
is going to cost. With respect to the expressions
‘streamline reporting about community strength’ and
‘improve government’s resource allocation and
accountability for its community strengthening
investments’, I think we should read that as ‘slush fund
for the 2006 election campaign’. It will be extremely
interesting to see how the department justifies this, but
with terminology as loose as I have just described I am
expecting that it is going to be able to fit just about
anything in there.
I remind the chamber of an article by Ewin Hannan in
the Age of 2 December 2004 commenting on the
Victorian Auditor-General’s report that criticises the
state government over the millions of dollars in grants
awarded to community groups. He said:
Mr Cameron’s report —

the Auditor-General’s report —
tabled in state Parliament yesterday, was prompted by
revelations in the Age last year that an ethnic community
group received state, federal and local money after being
deregistered. The Springvale group, the Cambodian
Association of Victoria, has close links to senior state Labor
MP and factional heavyweight Hong Lim. He is the
parliamentary secretary for the Department for Victorian
Communities and an adviser to Premier Steve Bracks.
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It will be extremely interesting to see whether the
member for Clayton in the other place, Mr Lim,
continues to push his own area under the guise of
understanding the influences of community strength,
streamlining the reporting about community strength
and improving government resource allocation. I am
sure Mr Lim will be very carefully watching
allocations, because I am certain he will have his hand
out.
I would like to continue to remind this chamber about
the remuneration of executive officers for the
Department for Victorian Communities. There has been
an enormous jump in the number of fat-cat bureaucrats.
If you have a look at the total remuneration for 2003
and the salary band of $100 000 to $239 000 per
annum, you find that there were five and most of those
were around the $100 000 mark. In 2004 we had a huge
jump and we went from 5 to 21 fat cats; this time
remuneration is around the $200 000 to $209 000 mark,
and we have 21 in that band from $100 000 to
$239 000 — an enormous increase in one year. It is
going to be very interesting to see what happens this
year — fat cats, over-inflated government. In the
Department for Victorian Communities the
remuneration for these fat cats to come up with research
which is vague and inconclusive is going to be
extremely interesting to watch in the future.

Family and Community Development
Committee: development of body image among
young people
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — The final report of
the Family and Community Development Committee’s
inquiry into issues relating to the development of body
image among young people is timely. The committee
was asked to identify the factors that contribute to the
development of body image amongst young people. It
is a complex issue that goes to the question of how an
individual constructs the self. The terms of reference,
therefore, required the committee to examine the role of
the media, the family, the peer group and other
potential factors in the development of body image. The
committee was asked to consider the impact of gender
on problematic body image and the link between
mental health and problematic body image. Finally, the
committee was asked to identify ways to best promote
positive body image amongst young people.
The final report covers a subject that everyone is
interested in and states that body image satisfaction that
results in eating disorders involves between
approximately 2 and 4 per cent of the population. The
report examines social and cultural factors, ideals of
beauty, parental and peer group influences, the role of
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the media, as well as puberty, sexual abuse, gender,
sexual orientation and psychological factors, and
concludes that all these can play a part in the
development of body image and can act as positive and
negative influences. The issue here is that all those
factors can play both a negative role and a positive role
in the construction of self. The report also examines the
effects of negative body images and focuses on eating
disorders such as anorexia and bulimia nervosa,
excessive dieting and the relationships that these have
to certain mental conditions. The report also examines
steroid use and excessive exercise and the impact these
have on negative constructions of images of the body.
Hon. C. D. Hirsh — Does it examine overweight
people?
Mr SCHEFFER — Yes, it does — young people,
in any event. The committee found that there is a lack
of awareness of the problems of body image and eating
disorders amongst those agencies that need to be aware
of the issues. The committee also found that the quality
of services vary significantly across Victoria. The
committee recommends that community health centres
be better utilised to deliver services in this area and that
a statewide mapping of eating disorder services should
be undertaken. The committee further recommends the
development of better health promotion strategies and
the development of a spectrum of interventions,
including health promotion activities and supported
measures that would lead young people to be more
media literate. This is a very big issue, and there is
room for research and inquiry beyond eating disorders.
I believe more work could very usefully be done on the
relationship between sexual orientation and the whole
range of attitudes to the self and body. Young gay men
I understand have high suicide rates, and most likely
these are related to low self-esteem, which is in turn
likely to relate to their sense of their bodies.
There is also an opportunity for further work to be
undertaken on the relationship between the construction
of body image and race. What is the impact on the body
image on young Kooris or on young people of
South-East Asian, Chinese, African or Middle Eastern
backgrounds who see themselves reflected back by
their Anglo counterparts? It seems to me that the
construction of self-image and body image must be
powerfully affected by the way one’s physical
characteristics are read by the dominant culture. I was
pleased to see that one of the submissions that was
received by the committee was from the National
Council of Women of Victoria — an organisation that I
have had a bit to do with in recent times. The National
Council of Women of Victoria worked with the girls
from Carwatha College, and those girls put together a
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project around body image. I understand the work they
did was fed through the National Council of Women of
Victoria into the work of the committee and would
have found its way into some of the recommendations
and certainly the findings of the report. The National
Council of Women of Victoria has done an excellent
job here and I take this opportunity to congratulate the
council for its work, especially Ms Gabrielle Buzatu,
the youth adviser. This has been a very useful report,
and I commend it to the house and congratulate the
committee and the officers who undertook the research.

Auditor-General’s report: franchising
Melbourne’s train and tram system
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) —
Yesterday the Auditor-General tabled his report into
franchising Melbourne’s train and tram system. What
everyone in Victoria knows, of course, is that Victoria’s
transport system under the guidance of the Minister for
Transport in the other place, Peter Batchelor, is a
shambles and is out of control. Any bit of the transport
system that you wish to look at that is controlled by
Mr Batchelor, the Minister for Transport in the other
place, is just a mess. This report is worrying. The
Auditor-General has found a number of issues of major
concern.
On reading the report, the first thing you notice is that it
was the inaction of the Bracks government that led to
the collapse of the previous franchises. The result firstly
was a massive payout, followed by the inappropriate
assumption of risk. The Auditor-General goes into
some detail about the inappropriate assumption of risk.
I refer honourable members to page 61, a section
headed:
Did DOI quantify risks retained to the state, and use this to
inform decision making?

It says:
We found no evidence that DOI quantified all risks retained
by the state.
The value of risks associated with the ongoing maintenance
and renewals of infrastructure, in particular, could be very
high.

One of the things the state did when it took back the
franchises was retake responsibility for maintenance of
the system. The summary says:
One of the risks that have returned to the state is the risk that
the condition of rail infrastructure would not be maintained
appropriately.
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The report goes on to say in recommendation 2:
That DOI, as a matter of urgency, complete its work on the
condition of rail infrastructure. This will help the state
effectively manage infrastructure residual risk.

Without knowing what it was doing the Department of
Infrastructure, under the guidance of Minister
Batchelor, brought back into state control a risk that had
been outsourced. It did so without quantifying the
extent of the risk and has now put Victoria in the
situation where there is a major problem looming with
infrastructure management, particularly of the rail and
tram networks. I understand the Auditor-General is
doing a separate audit into what is happening with rail
infrastructure. This is entirely appropriate. It should be
done. The Auditor-General says, generally speaking,
the risk pendulum has swung towards the state in the
new franchise agreements.
I remember the process followed by the previous
government in its privatisation contracting out regime.
One thing you were always try to do was to move the
risk. That is the purpose of doing it! This government
has brought the risk back in without quantifying it.
What sort of a government does this? This is
ham-fistedness of the nth degree.
The report makes clear that the government did not go
through a competitive tendering process. It did its own
assessments. In some cases that is not a bad way to go
but here it says early on that the overall conclusion is
that they:
represent reasonable value for money (assuming that
franchisee performance meets contracted levels).

There is no guarantee for that, as they say themselves.
This is a stab-in-the-dark, cross-your-fingers and
pray-like-heck approach by Minister Batchelor to a
fundamental part of the state infrastructure. The report
goes on to say the benchmarks were considered reliable
but they did not include risks retained by the state. This
is ham-fisted to the nth degree. It also makes the point
that the probity plans did not fully meet all the
minimum purchasing requirements. It recommends that
in future all relevant risks are identified, valued — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Gagged again!
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Forwood will sit
down.
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Auditor-General: franchising Melbourne’s
train and tram system
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — I also wish to take
note of the Auditor-General’s report on franchising
Melbourne’s train and tram system. Mr Forwood
omitted to say that the Auditor-General draws the
conclusion that public transport users in Victoria are
getting value for money from the renegotiated contracts
and he has strongly endorsed the contracts that were
renegotiated by the Bracks government after National
Express walked away from its contractual obligations in
December 2002. I recommend that all members read
the report because it is very informative and useful to
laypeople, as we members of Parliament are. It
provides insight into outsourcing and procurement
processes, particularly in relation to public-private
partnerships in the contracting of public transport
services.
The report gives a very clear message that in 1999 the
agreements put in place by the former Kennett coalition
government were flawed and unsustainable — in other
words, the former government stuffed it up. The
franchising of public transport services to five separate
operators fragmented the system, and flawed contracts
made it very difficult for the operators to make it work
financially. The Auditor-General’s report tells the story.
Mr Forwood does not want to hear what I have to say
because he appears to be leaving the chamber.
Hon. Bill Forwood — Yes I do!
Ms ROMANES — I advise Mr Forwood that the
report tells the story of the long, complex and difficult
task the Bracks government had to fix the mess of
public transport left by the Kennett government. The
renegotiating of the contracts to fix the difficulties was
a very expensive process. That is obvious from the
report.
The Auditor-General has given a strong endorsement of
the contracts that have been renegotiated. I congratulate
the Minister for Transport in the other place, Peter
Batchelor, for the way he has handled a difficult
situation over the past few years. The report outlines
how the minister set in place a franchise review task
force early in 2002, and how the Bracks government
was keen to learn the lesson from the failure of the
Kennett government’s franchising to the five operators.
The Auditor-General was concerned that those lessons
had been learned, and the government’s task force
found that the Kennett government’s franchising
agreements had inaccurate passenger and revenue
forecasting, inappropriate risk allocation, a flawed
methodology for revenue allocation; a flawed
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performance management regime and a lack of
coordination between operators. That does not include
the OneLink disaster and the flawed ticketing system
contracts.

has closed two prisons in the meantime. I have argued
before on prison capacity in this state that our prisons
are the most significantly overcrowded of those in any
state or territory in Australia.

As I said, the Auditor-General has concluded there is
value for money in the new franchising contracts, that
the Department of Infrastructure and the government
had received effective advice and that DOI was able to
enter the negotiations as a well-informed purchaser
using the public sector benchmarking methodology and
a range of other effective strategies for the negotiations.
The Auditor-General says the payments the
government negotiated for the train and tram franchise
were close to the best possible prices it could have
negotiated for the sustainable operation of the
metropolitan train and tram system. There are some
areas for improvement with internal processes, but
overall this is a strong endorsement of the
government’s action.

Earlier in the year I asked the Minister for Corrections,
Mr Tim Holding, about the design capacity. He
responded with a range of capacities that apply to each
of the prisons. He was honest in his response because in
relation to maximum security prisons he indicated that
Port Phillip Prison, which was designed to
accommodate 614 people, held 749 prisoners — 27 per
cent above its design capacity. The Barwon Prison, the
other maximum security prison, was designed to hold
325 prisoners but during the period it held
414 prisoners — 22 per cent more than its capacity.

Justice: report 2003–04
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
rise to make a contribution on the Department of Justice
annual report 2003–04. It seems strange that we are
talking about a report that is now quite old, because we
are at the end of September moving into October 2005
yet the only current report is for 2003–04. It is
interesting to go through the report and see who were
the relevant ministers at that time. Mr Lenders was the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, the Honourable André
Haermeyer was the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services and Minister for Corrections in the other place.
Given the performance of the new ministers, I say bring
back the former ministers because at least they
displayed some competence. Since the new ministers
have taken over, particularly the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and Minister for Corrections,
Mr Tim Holding, we have seen a debacle in a range of
issues surrounding correctional services, a debacle in
the way he has handled a prison officer whistleblower
and a debacle in relation to his treatment of and
response to concerns within Victoria Police.
I turn to some of the issues in the report. The report
talks about the building of three new prisons. This is
typical spin. The government has been talking about
building three new prisons since May 2001, when the
budget report came out. There is no additional money
in the 2005–06 budget for the development of new
prisons. The government states in the budget that it has
allocated hundreds of millions of dollars, but it has not
done so. It allocated the money years ago, and the
money is now secured for future development. The
government has constructed only one new prison but

How did the government respond to my attack on this
issue? In its budget report it included a range of
performance measures that were to be stopped, and one
was the design capacity of prisons. We now do not
have design capacity. Even though every other state and
territory measures its performance on the capacity of
prisons against their design capacity, in this state —
because it knows it is continually being exposed and
relies on spin, rhetoric and absolutely wastes money —
the government has removed the design capacity
measurement and has brought in what it calls an
operational capacity measure. But there is no
operational capacity figure in the 2003–04 report.
The Honourable André Haermeyer at least understood
where prisons were going and that the growth in the
population would lead to an increase in the prison
population. This government continues to hide the fact
that it cannot manage our prison system. It relies on
operational design capacity as a measurement but — lo
and behold! — operational design capacity means
portable jails and bunk beds. That is not the way you
should operate a correctional facility or a corrections
system in Victoria. The Liberal Party will have clear
policy agendas in this area.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Auditor-General: franchising Melbourne’s
train and tram system
Mr PULLEN (Higinbotham) — I also want to talk
about the Auditor-General’s report on franchising
Melbourne’s train and tram system. Let us be realistic,
if the opposition had won the 1999 election we would
not be debating this report because it wanted to nobble
the Auditor-General. Even if it had not nobbled the
Auditor-General, no doubt we would be debating a
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report on the privatisation of our water, because that
was the hidden agenda. Let us look at what the report
says. I recommend that members look at pages 26 to
28, which report the cost to the government — and the
cost to the government is one of the reasons we have
had to introduce tolls on the EastLink. That was
necessary because the privatised system that the
opposition set up when it was in government collapsed.
The facts are that we had to bail out National Express at
a cost of $1 billion. That is the reason there is some
silly announcement coming out today in relation to tolls
on EastLink.
I ask members to look at page 25 of the report, which
states:
The 1999 franchise agreements were based on forecasts that
total government payments would gradually decline, and that
franchisees would become largely self-supporting, towards
the later years of the 12-15 year franchise terms …

What a lot of bull! The simple facts are there has never
been a public transport system in the world that does
not need some subsidy. It was a flawed deal from the
word go.
I want to touch on a couple of things in relation to this
issue. The Honourable Andrea Coote, who is in the
chamber, spoke yesterday about graffiti on the
Moorabbin railway station opposite my electorate
office. It is not as bad as she made out. She is trying to
push up the Liberal Party candidate for Bentleigh. The
simple facts are that she should look at the Middle
Brighton railway station in the new electorate, which
has a wine bar. The wine bar is absolutely fantastic. The
chap who runs the wine bar is named Nikholas
Augerakis. Nikholas has done a fantastic job in setting
up his wine bar. I want Connex to allow Nikholas to
take over other stations like this, set up wine bars and
whatever else he wants and there will be no graffiti.
Having said that, I am tired of the Liberal members for
Brighton and Sandringham constantly taking up
petitions against Connex because its trains may or may
not be running late. We already know the reason for
this is the lack of train drivers be trained under National
Express. They should leave Connex alone. At the end
of the day I believe Connex will end up doing a pretty
good job.
I turn to some of the comments in the report. It says:
the 2004 franchise agreements adequately took account of all
lessons learnt from the 1999 franchise agreements.

In the report it compares 10 issues that were different
between 1999 and 2004. I could talk about this for an
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hour, but I will be gagged. The report says that a
problem with the 1999 franchise agreement was that:
Inaccurate forecasting of passenger and revenue growth was
the biggest factor affecting the financial viability of the
franchisees.

What does it say for 2004:
DOI —

the Department of Infrastructure —
assessed the accuracy of franchisees’ forecasts by comparing
them with the forecasts DOI developed for the public sector
benchmarks.

There are 10 issues in here, which I will not have time
to go through, but I shall go through a couple of the
other ones. For 1999:
Franchisees incurred costs that were either not planned for, or
exceeded original expectations (including costs related to the
ticketing system).

What have we done in 2004:
DOI included safeguards in the new franchise agreements for
events where the financial impacts are uncertain. Events
include the 2006 Commonwealth Games and a new ticketing
system.

Do not let me get onto the ticketing system because that
was a shambles. With regard to performance
monitoring for 1999 it says:
Flaws in the performance monitoring aspects of the franchise
agreements affected the government’s ability to foresee
problems.

What happened in 2004:
Franchisees must provide DOI with business plans, and
monthly and quarterly performance reports. DOI can also
investigate a viability review at any time to assess the
franchisees’ financial health.

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

Rural and Regional Services and Development
Committee: cause of fatality and injury on
farms
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — I rise to
make a contribution on the report of the inquiry into the
cause of fatality and injury on Victorian farms. The first
thing I would like to touch on is my support for the
minority report put forward by my friend and colleague
the member for Swan Hill in the other place, Mr Walsh,
and the member for South-West Coast in the other
place, Dr Napthine. They say that recommendation 27
should read:

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
912

COUNCIL

That the preparation, delivery and funding of farm safety
programs continues to be the responsibility of the Victorian
WorkCover Authority in cooperation with employers, and has
no place in municipal public health plans.

I am sure members will support that because the
government must accept its responsibility in that area
and not pass the buck to local government.
I want to talk today on the Ouyen Farm Safety Expo
and link that with this report. It is the fifth year that this
safety expo has been in operation. It is held on a
working farm just out of Ouyen at Ian and Cathie
Hastings’s property. The expo goes for three days and
handles up to 24 schools that attend over a
100-kilometre radius. It targets year 3 primary students
for two days and year 8 secondary students for a day. It
averages 350 students over the three days. There is also
an average of 15 different workshops and presenters. I
have been there most years, and the presenters are
great. They are good communicators, and from my
observation they do a great job, and I congratulate them
for what they do. The workshops include water safety,
general safety, farm machinery, first aid, gun safety,
chemical safety, silo care, handling dogs, animals, fire
safety, off-road vehicles, motorbikes, all-terrain
vehicles, lifting with care and some model scenarios,
and there are some variations on those each year.
The students are bussed in and the committee
subsidises that travel to assist the schools to attend
because of the long distances. At the expo the kids get a
show bag of safety-related information to take home,
which is a good thing, and also for classroom topics
they will have later on. Those show bags are collated by
the Ouyen Secondary School students. We have good
feedback from staff, students and families every year.
As students take home the messages to their own
families the messages reach a much larger audience
than those who attend. The expo is run by a small
voluntary committee headed by Gwen Cooke, and the
biggest hurdle is the ongoing funding. A lot of time is
involved with writing submissions for funding grants
and, of course, there is no surety of funding from year
to year. It requires about $12 000 to run the expo, and
the main expenses are equipment hire, toilets and
marquees. They do some catering, but they did not cater
for the students and staff this year to keep the cost
down, and also there is the travel subsidy. I might add
that over 1000 voluntary hours go into organising and
running the expo. It largely depends on assistance from
volunteers to set up and pack up the tents, trestles,
chairs and display boards and return the borrowed
equipment and so on.
The Victorian Farmers Federation supplies insurance
cover for the expo. When I was there this year the
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Country Women’s Association ladies from Swan Hill
also attended and are keen to do the same at Swan Hill.
They have committed to get the industries together
which would make a geographical spread if it could be
held at Ouyen and Swan Hill. Recommendation 1 in
chapter 7 on farm safety education and research states:
That the Department of Education and Training, in
consultation with key stakeholders, prepare suitable farm
safety training modules for use by interested primary and
secondary schools.

Recommendation 3 states:
That the Victorian WorkCover Authority introduce a program
to:
provide funding for local groups to conduct farm safety
programs in their communities; and
provide funding for research and evaluation of farm
safety programs.

They are good recommendations. They would make
these particular programs sustainable and cost-effective.
These programs have a huge effect on our kids, and
they are spread widely throughout the community
because the kids talk to their families when they get
home. I urge the government to pick up
recommendations 1 and 3 in chapter 7 of this report
because it would be tremendous to have that level of
support for those programs. If we could include Swan
Hill, there would be a wider focus and it would
certainly take some of the pressure off — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired

Australian Catholic University: report 2004
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — I am
pleased to make a brief contribution on the Australian
Catholic University report 2004. The ACU has a very
special place in the Australian education sector and is
well recognised as a major provider of tertiary
education services. The university operates from six
campuses, one in Queensland, two in New South
Wales, two in Victoria and one in Canberra. The
university continues to expand its activities, increasing
its revenue from $95 million in 2001 to $115 million in
2004, with an increase in net profit from $1 million in
2001 to $10 million in 2004. While I do not believe the
success of an educational facility should be only
measured in financial terms, it does indicate that the
university is being well managed from a financial
viewpoint. However, its unique place I believe in the
education sector is the provision of tertiary education
services, and this is illustrated by the university’s
mission statement from which I would like to quote:
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Through fostering and advancing knowledge in education,
health, commerce, the humanities, the sciences and
technologies, and the creative arts, Australian Catholic
University seeks to make a specific contribution to its local,
national and international communities. The university
explicitly engages the social, ethical and religious dimensions
of the questions it faces in teaching, research and service. In
its endeavours, it is guided by a fundamental concern for
justice and equity, and for the dignity of all human beings.

I shall give one example of that approach, which states:
The plight of asylum seekers refused residency in Australia
was researched in partnership with the Edmund Rice Centre
for Justice and Community Education, and resulted in the
publication of the widely acclaimed report Deported to
Danger.

Again it is worth noting the ACU council in 2004 also
said it would not be taking up the option available
under the commonwealth government’s higher
education reform package to increase the level of fees
payable by students liable for the higher education
contribution scheme (HECS) in 2005. This decision
taken for 2005 reflects the university’s strong
commitment to equity and social justice.
This year a highlight was the establishment of the
ACU’s first graduate school:
Following a review of the subfaculty of philosophy and
theology, the academic board recommended that the Senate
approve a revised academic structure for philosophy and
theology. This included the establishment of the graduate
school for research in philosophy and theology from
1 January 2005.

The ACU is deeply committed to maintaining and
strengthening its focused-research capability which it
sees as essential to the very nature of its role as a
quality university. Everyone would agree that is only
appropriate.
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Australian Catholic University has a primary responsibility to
provide excellent higher education for its entire diversified
and dispersed student body. Its ideal graduates will be highly
competent in their chosen fields, ethical in their behaviour,
with a developed critical habit of mind, an appreciation of the
sacred in life and a commitment to serving the common good.

I would like to congratulate the university on an
excellent 2004 and wish its staff and all associated with
the organisation every success in the future.

Auditor-General: franchising Melbourne’s
train and tram system
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
Earlier this morning we heard a bizarre contribution
from Mr Pullen on this report, the bulk of which does
not bear commenting on. Mr Pullen criticised the
members for Brighton and Sandringham in the other
place for tabling petitions relating to the facts that trains
on the Sandringham line are not running on time.
Mr Pullen seemed to think it was inappropriate for
those two honourable members to be commenting on
this.
I report to the house that earlier this year I travelled to
Japan as part of the Premier’s delegation to meet with
the Aichi Prefecture government. While in Japan the
members of the delegation undertook most of their
travel on the public transport system. It is a fact that in
Japan the network of public transport is second to none.
On even the minor, regional and intracity lines, trains
run every 3 minutes and precisely to schedule. Victoria
has a long way to go to get a public transport system
that is anywhere near that quality that is enjoyed
throughout Japan.

which I believe was very successful.

While one of this government’s objectives is to increase
the patronage of public transport to 20 per cent on all
commuter trips, the reality is that will not be achieved
until we have a system that at least approximates in
quality and reliability that which is enjoyed in Japan. In
Japan virtually all commuter trips are undertaken by
public transport because the system is so good. It is a
bit churlish of Mr Pullen to be criticising the
honourable members in the other place for highlighting
the fact that the Melbourne system is not running on
time. It has a very long way to meet international
standards. I also point out that under the measures
employed here, being on time does not mean arriving
when it is scheduled to arrive; it means arriving within
a 5-minute window. Again it is a long way from the
standards that travellers and public transport users in
other countries are able to enjoy.

In conclusion I would like to quote from the mission
statement:

Mr Pullen also made a comment about the reason the
trains are late being due to a shortage of train drivers. I

Community engagement and collaboration is an
important aspect of the ethos of the ACU:
The faculty of arts and sciences in collaboration with Jesuit
refugee services ran a pilot program to offer higher education
units in business and administration to Karen refugees on the
Thai–Burmese border.
…
ACU joined forces with forceten, the Brigidine Sisters and
other organisations to help tackle the complex and hidden
problem of the international trafficking of women and
children in the sex industry in Australia, hosting a forum on
Strathfield campus —
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am not quite clear what his logic is there. Presumably
all the trains that are running and are late already have
drivers. I am not sure why a shortage of drivers across
the network would be responsible for individual trains
being late. That is apparently the logic that Mr Pullen
was applying.
The report the Auditor-General has produced focuses
mainly on the franchise arrangements that were put in
place from 2002. It makes a number of statements with
respect to the system put in place by the previous
government, which, to recap, involved setting up a
network of five individual franchise businesses:
M-Tram, M-Train, Connex, Yarra Trams and V-Line
Passenger. The raison d’être of putting together that
system was to save on average $160 million per annum
over the 15-year life of the franchise agreement. It is
now a matter of history that some of those contracts
were not as successful as we would have liked. It is also
placing on record that the Auditor-General in this report
identifies one of the key reasons for that being a failure
on the part of the franchise companies to accurately
identify revenue and cost targets.
It has been the rhetoric of this government to criticise
the previous government for the failure of that franchise
operator, but it is in fact a matter of record in the
Auditor-General’s report that he ascribes the
responsibility for that failure to the actual franchise
company and not to the government. It was a failure of
due diligence on the part of the company that led to that
system falling over.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Auditor-General: franchising Melbourne’s
train and tram system
Hon. C. D. HIRSH (Silvan) — I start by
commenting on Mr Forwood’s 5-minute speech, the
whole of which was on risk management. He argued
that the risks were allocated to the private sector under
the Kennett government, given that the private sector is
more able to manage risk than the government. What
he did not say was that there are some risks that cannot
be allocated. On page 51 the Auditor-General’s report
says:
That is, if the private sector partner fails to deliver the service,
the state is still responsible for delivering the public service.
This was the case with the withdrawal of the National
Express Group Australia from its three franchises.

Mr Rich-Phillips put that as, ‘Some of those contracts
were not as successful as we would have liked’. That
was the understatement of the year. National Express
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fell over and had the government not picked up the
organisation with a $1 billion input of cash there would
have been almost no public transport left in Melbourne.
The Auditor-General has said that the risk management
was appropriately allocated in the 2004 agreements, in
that he felt that despite the lack of competitive
tendering the negotiated agreement appropriately
allocated risk management.
From there I want to turn to look at the $1 billion that
had to be paid out to fix the Kennett government’s
appalling management of our public transport system,
which of course led to the tolls on EastLink. But so
what? All future roads will have to be tolled. I note that
the Leader of the Opposition in another place,
Mr Doyle, who has promised to remove the tolls from
EastLink despite quarantining health, education,
community services and public safety areas, is also
planning to remove about $500 million from Victoria’s
public sector in order to buy out EastLink and remove
the tolls. Eighty per cent of Victoria’s administration is
in those four areas, so he is going to cut and burn from
the other 20 per cent until he reckons he has this
money.
I note that public transport has not been quarantined.
What would happen to public transport under this
EastLink toll-removal plan of Mr Doyle’s? He also said
he is going to duplicate the West Gate Bridge and link
CityLink to the Eastern Freeway. Do members reckon
those will be toll free? They would not. The only way
major roads and highways will be built in Western
countries in the future will be as toll roads, as is the
case in Sydney. That is the way we are going, and it is
the only way for the future. As far as I can see, the
policy which is about to be presented by the Leader of
the Opposition and about which I read in the Herald
Sun today is nothing but ‘a tale told by an idiot, full of
sound and fury, signifying nothing’.

MELBOURNE LANDS (YARRA RIVER
NORTH BANK) (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Sport and Recreation) on motion of Ms Broad.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.
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Incorporated speech as follows:
The Melbourne Aquarium has been operating for over five
years and in that time has become one of Victoria’s premier
tourist attractions. The aquarium has featured prominently in
tourism-related awards for its initiatives and presentations.
In the past 12 months, around 700 000 people have attended
the aquarium, many of whom were visitors to Victoria from
both overseas and interstate and all of whom add value to the
Victorian economy. Educational tours are a key feature of the
aquarium’s activities, with numerous schoolchildren
attending study trips to the aquarium, arranged and
coordinated by aquarium staff.
Indeed, the aquarium is also playing its part in animal
research and training and just recently was the leading force
in a groundbreaking study to inseminate sharks.
The owners and operators of the aquarium can feel justly
proud of its standing in the community and its contribution to
the Victorian economy and way of life.
To further develop its range of activities, attractions and
benefits to Victoria, the aquarium needs to expand its
facilities. Following a public tendering process for the
development of the former fish market site (which includes
land directly to the north of the aquarium), a consortium
which includes the aquarium owners was awarded the
development right.
The consortium’s development proposal includes a
2500 square metre extension to the existing aquarium which
will take place after the government has removed the Flinders
Street overpass and created a new intersection of Flinders and
King streets. This project is proceeding on time and on
budget, and we expect it to be fully operational in the coming
months.
The extension will provide the aquarium with a Flinders
Street address, which I am advised will have its own
platform-style tram stop to ensure easy access to the
aquarium. The range of exhibits for the new extension are
currently under detailed design, but it is expected that
additional educational facilities will be provided to ensure that
more school groups can be accommodated.
The existing aquarium is situated on Crown land under a
long-term lease from the City of Melbourne. In 1997, in
recognition of both the significant capital investment that the
owners of the aquarium had committed to the project and the
long-term social and economic benefits that this asset would
become for all Victorians, we were pleased to support the
legislation that enabled the granting of the lease by the City of
Melbourne, which is responsible for the management of
Enterprize Park and its surrounding area.
The purpose of this bill is to amend the Melbourne Lands
(Yarra River North Bank) Act 1997, to provide for additional
land to be included in the site used for the Melbourne
Aquarium. The bill will ensure that proposed extension works
to the Melbourne Aquarium can be accommodated by a
variation to the existing lease between the aquarium’s owners
and the City of Melbourne.
The process contemplated by the bill is fully supported by the
City of Melbourne.
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This bill sends a signal to the broader investment community
that government will support projects that contribute
positively to the Victorian economy and lifestyle.
Of course, the aquarium extension could not happen without
the government’s commitment to removing the Flinders
Street overpass, which has been a barrier to Victorians
gaining access to the Yarra River at the western end of the
CBD. Additionally, the proposed aquarium extension will
utilise a substantial part of the undercroft of the railway
viaduct, which in itself will enhance the safety and amenity of
people moving through the CBD and along the north bank of
the Yarra River. Clearly, an extension to the aquarium is a
valuable use of land in that part of Flinders Street and use of
the land that will benefit Victoria as a whole.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

NATIONAL PARKS (OTWAYS AND
OTHER AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 14 September; motion of
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government).
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — I appreciate the
opportunity to make a contribution to the debate. I first
commend the Leader of the Opposition, the Honourable
Philip Davis, for his contribution last night. I must say it
was an excellent contribution and, for those who were
not here, makes valuable reading in Hansard. The
contribution was certainly one of the best, along with
that of the Honourable Graeme Stoney in relation to
alpine grazing, that I have heard in my time in
Parliament.
The purpose of the National Parks (Otways and Other
Amendments) Bill is to amend the National Parks Act
1975, to provide for the creation of the Great Otway
National Park, make various provisions in relation to
other parks and to provide for other matters. The bill
amends the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 to make
various provisions in relation to Crown land reserves,
and makes other amendments to that act as well as the
Fisheries Act 1995, the Forests Act 1958, the Heritage
Rivers Act 1992 and the Sustainable Forests (Timber)
Act 2004. My brief comments will essentially focus on
the Otways and their importance to Victoria. Although
the Liberals do not oppose the bill, I still have quite a
few concerns with it, especially Parks Victoria’s
capacity to manage this new responsibility.
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We acknowledge that this legislation confirms earlier
policy statements at the 2002 election and therefore
implements the government’s mandate. In doing so we
are led to believe that many of the changes were
recommended by the Victorian Environmental
Assessment Council, otherwise known as VEAC,
which is the successor body to the former Land
Conservation Council. This could not be further from
the truth, because out of the blue on the eve of the 2002
election the government flagged its intentions to create
a national park in the Otways that would run from the
Angahook forest in the east right through to Port
Campbell in the west. One of its principal aims was to
remove all timber industry activities by 2008 at the cost
of many direct jobs and also other jobs in supporting
industries. This mission was being undertaken in the
full knowledge that the timber industry and the forests
were being sustainably managed and the region’s
economy was a major beneficiary, with many other
spin-offs.
The lust of this government in 2002 to snatch Green
votes at the coming election was a compelling force
that saw the Bracks government drop the axe on the
Otways and its viable economy forever. This bill will
see the new national park increase to over
100 000 hectares, an increase of over 60 000 hectares.
The creation of a further 40 000 hectares for the newly
created forest park gives some indication of the
demands that will be placed on our forest managers in
maintaining such large and unique tracts of land — land
not without its management problems due to the steep
coastal terrain and environment that is located along
much of the Great Ocean Road and its hinterland.
The new forest park, which appears to lack any
definition, will see the minister having total discretion
over its ongoing use. We will see opportunities for
four-wheel-drive enthusiasts, the continuing felling of
timber for the milling industry up to 2008 — when all
licences will expire — permits for the collection of
firewood, along with various volunteer and
conservation groups. Along with this, abutting
land-holders continue to raise their concern over
management practices proposed for waterway areas,
with both leasehold and freehold country being
involved. Obviously buffer zones along catchment lines
are being disputed, especially the size, fencing
requirements and remnant vegetation issues.
It is interesting to note in the second-reading speech
that the minister believes the Otways economy will
successfully move across from being based on a
sustainable and viable timber industry, along with
farming and recreational uses, to that of tourism. Even
the minister should be aware of the folly of this
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statement. Like me, he would appreciate that one
industry does not follow the other automatically and
that many businesses recently introduced to this area
have not only struggled but in too many cases failed,
albeit that sound planning was done beforehand.
To date we have seen $14 million of taxpayers money
tipped into cancelling timber licences and transitional
assistance packages for workers. Seven million dollars
has also been contributed towards what locals are now
recognising as doubtful ecotourism initiatives, along
with a further $13 million towards the operation and
daily management of the new parks.
This government is great at throwing money at what it
sees as quick-fix panaceas, in this case, forest
management. But, like public dentistry, it actually
needs qualified people and their skills to deliver
outcomes, not just more and more dollars. Inputs
without outputs achieve nothing, as all Victorians are
seeing on too many occasions under the Bracks
government. These numbers of people with forestry
management skills are just not about. They need to be
trained up, which takes a considerable time. You cannot
keep growing national parks at this rate, in the Otways
case by up to 300 per cent, and expect experienced
foresters to be available.
This is a very real problem with an area approaching
20 per cent of this state’s land mass becoming locked
up as state parks of various configurations. Having a
background in agronomy and land management across
both Crown and freehold land, I see this as a major
shortfall in implementing this legislation. We only have
to cast our eyes back two years to the tragic fires that
occurred in the north-east to see the ramifications of
turning large tracts of land into national parks that Parks
Victoria has not managed well. I must say this is
certainly not a reflection on the skills of the foresters; it
is about not having enough of them and certainly Parks
Victoria not having planning strategies in place to
manage these areas. Having earlier experienced the Ash
Wednesday bushfires and having seen the effect of that
on the Otways, there is little doubt that if those events
recur across this greatly expanded area, as one of my
colleagues indicated last night, miles into the ocean we
could see fires burning.
The Liberal Party is not opposed to this bill in principle,
but like some of my colleagues, especially the local
member for Polwarth in another place, Terry Mulder, I
as a local member will observe the management of this
huge reservation, particularly in the areas of pest plants
and animals, waterways, fire-track maintenance and
access, fuel prevention and reduction works, and
general community safety to see that it meets the
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guidelines for forest management set out by Parks
Victoria.
Although during the last election campaign coastal
residents had raised with me that they did not see their
ongoing security being enhanced by extending the
national park, I have not received any further inquiries
across my desk since that time. In closing, I will watch
with interest the transitional move to an
ecotourism-driven economy away from the historic
economic base of this region, that being timber
harvesting and farming — industries that have been
enjoyed and have been successful for many decades. I
can only hope the minister’s confidence on this
occasion proves correct.
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — It is always a great
feeling when we can stand here and implement policy
that will be of benefit to future generations. I hold the
Otway Ranges very close to my heart and I am pleased
to stand here today to talk on the National Parks
(Otways and Other Amendments) Bill. My remarks
will be very brief on this. My colleagues have covered
pretty much all of it very eloquently, particularly
Ms Carbines, so I will not take up much of the
chamber’s time.
Hon. W. R. Baxter — Tell us what you really think
about it, rather than reading a speech the department
has prepared for you.
Hon. J. H. EREN — I will, if Mr Baxter will just
listen. The Nationals have a big problem. They are the
only ones in this chamber who are opposing this bill.
They are like Senator Barnaby Joyce. He came out
fighting for the battlers of the rural community about
Telstra. What happened to him? He backed down. The
Nationals had an opportunity to make significant
changes and protect the rural communities, and they did
not. I suggest to Mr Baxter that he sit there and listen.
The bill before us will do several things. It will amend
the National Parks Act 1975 to provide for the creation
of the Great Otway National Park and for other related
matters. It will also amend the Crown Land (Reserves)
Act 1978, the Fisheries Act 1995, the Forests Act 1958,
the Heritage Rivers Act 1992 and the Sustainable
Forests (Timber) Act 2004 and for other purposes to
ensure the area to be known as the Great Otway
National Park is sustainable. This bill is instrumental in
completing a key government policy announced at the
2002 state election to protect the Otway Ranges and
their environs by creating the Great Otway National
Park.
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The creation of the new park areas is accompanied by a
significant boost in funding for the management of the
park system as part of the 2005–06 state budget. This
includes an additional $13.1 million over four years
plus nearly $3.4 million per year ongoing specifically
for establishing and managing the new parks in the
Otways. The Otways will also benefit from part of an
additional $19.3 million allocated to protecting
biodiversity and $49.4 million for restoring built assets
in parks across the state.
I remember travelling down to the Otways during the
election campaign in 2002, when we were about to
make an announcement about the protection of the
Otways for future generations to enjoy. I remember the
opposition and others saying that this would be the end
of the world as we know it, that this would be the end
of rural areas and so on and so forth. I would like to
highlight to the house some of the economic benefits
the region now enjoys following the announced
changes. I know my colleagues have mentioned this
earlier, but I would also like the opportunity to put it on
the record. Visitors are spending more than $1 billion a
year in the region, confirming that region as the state’s
most popular holiday destination outside the capital
city. Between 1997–98 and 2002–03 the number of
tourist jobs in the region increased by 21.5 per cent —
from 7399 jobs to 8988 jobs, an increase of 1589 jobs. I
do not know why the opposition would be against
increasing jobs in that region. We have seen that
international visitors to the region are up by 14 per
cent — a higher average annual growth than Australia,
Melbourne or regional Victoria. It has been forecast
that international visitor numbers to the region will be
over 320 000 by the year 2012. Domestic overnight
visitors are up, and visitor numbers to the Colac-Otway
shire visitor information centres at Apollo Bay and
Colac have increased over the previous period 2003–04
to 2004–05 by 10 per cent.
Visitor numbers on the Otway Fly, which I have
actually visited — —
Hon. Andrea Coote — The Otway Fly is a private
enterprise, it has nothing to do with you.
Hon. J. H. EREN — It may be a private enterprise,
but it is an investment by somebody who saw the future
in terms of the assets of the Otways, and I congratulate
them on that. For the off-peak period the region has
experienced an upward trend in the results for 2004
compared to those for 1998. There has been an increase
in guest arrivals of almost 10 per cent and an increase in
takings from accommodation of 47 per cent, so the
economic benefits are certainly there. Let me tell you
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that the local milk bar at Forrest is very happy about
some of the changes that have occurred, because — —
Hon. Andrea Coote — Where is it? Tell me where
it is.
Hon. J. H. EREN — I know exactly where it is,
Mrs Coote. I have been going to that region for the past
23 years, so I know exactly where it is. The local pub at
Forrest, which is a great establishment, is also very
happy to see so many tourists coming to the region. I
can recall that back in probably the mid-1980s property
values were very, very low and — —
Hon. Bill Forwood — Did you buy?
Hon. J. H. EREN — I should have bought, but I did
not. The property values in that area have certainly
increased, and I am sure that property owners in that
area are very happy about some of the changes we have
made. This wonderful new national park will include
the existing Otway National Park and the
Angahook-Lorne, Carlisle and Melba Gully state parks,
as well as areas of state forest and other Crown land.
The new national park will cover more than
100 000 hectares, an increase in park area of more than
60 000 hectares, and will be accompanied by a forest
park of 39 000 hectares.
The Great Otway National Park has become possible
because of the Bracks state Labor government’s
decision to phase out timber harvesting in the native
forests of the Otway Ranges. The bill is further proof of
the Bracks Labor government’s credentials as an
environmentally conscious government. This builds on
our other environmental achievements — 13 marine
national parks, 11 marine sanctuaries, the creation of
Point Nepean National Park and the cessation of cattle
grazing in the Alpine National Park. Many Victorians
were concerned that we were throwing away our future
to make a quick buck out of the Otways by allowing the
timber industry to strip the Otway Ranges of their
native forests. It is now generally understood that the
tourism industry is a great boon for this state and
especially for those who live in and around the Otway
Ranges. The Otway Ranges are a national jewel. The
Otways are known around the world and are a great
selling point for our tourism industry when trying to
attract visitors to Victoria. Geelong benefits greatly
from this. As Geelong is the closest major city to the
Otways its tourism industry can piggyback on the great
name of the Otways, especially now that Jetstar has
settled in at Avalon Airport.
I remember first visiting the Otway Ranges in the early
1980s. Since then I have made it a regular event. I must
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say that in that time I have seen an erosion of the
environment due to logging. It is not a pretty sight as
you turn into Upper Gellibrand Road leading down to
Stephensons Falls to see a massive bald patch on the
mountain tops. It is certainly not a good look. I have not
yet explored the full extent of the Otway Ranges,
although I am getting there — and I have been going
there for more than 20 years. Some of my fondest
memories of my children growing up include our
holidays at Stephensons Falls, near Forrest, in the
Otways. It is a beautiful spot and was one of the
best-kept secrets until about 1988. It gets fairly crowded
now, but the more the merrier, I think. It is truly a
beautiful spot that is great for camping under the stars
and enjoying the beautiful waterfalls and crystal-clear
streams. It is extremely refreshing to be there during a
hot summer’s day. As a family we try to get there every
year, either at Christmas or Easter. My friends and
family have travelled down to the Otways to enjoy
camping, fishing and swimming and having all the fun
that is possible in such a wonderful place as the Otway
Ranges. I look forward to taking my grandchildren
there one day and for them to have the opportunity to
take their grandchildren there in many years to come.
That is why it is important that we look after the Otway
Ranges and create possibly an even bigger national
park to ensure that it lasts for generations to come. I
fully support this bill.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I am glad
Mr Eren enjoyed camping at Stephensons Falls,
because it will not happen again — camping will be
banned. This legislation exposes this government and
what a sham the Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council process is. VEAC had been given a reference
to look at the Otways in accordance with the law, and
there was nothing wrong with that at all. But of course
the election came along, and the government made an
announcement of what it was intending to do, which
completely compromised VEAC’s investigations
because basically it gave VEAC a new set of
instructions as to what sort of report it was to bring in.
Hon. P. R. Hall — Some might say that VEAC was
purely there to define the boundaries.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — Yes. The government has
clearly turned VEAC into a government
instrumentality. On top of that, it reneged on signed
regional forest agreements. How could anyone ever
expect to deal with this government and be exposed to
that sort of sovereign risk? That is the sham in all of
this. Of course we will see the same again. We will see
it in Barmah where VEAC currently has a reference. It
is not due to be returned until 2007, but it is sticking out
a mile that come the election in 2006 the Labor Party
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will announce that it proposes a national park for
Barmah and we will see this process repeated.
It is very easy to take the high morale ground, like so
many Labor speakers and some on the opposition
benches. The feelgood factor is very nice if you are
sitting in Melbourne surrounded by concrete and tar,
tearing down 400-year-old gum trees so you can
expand your suburban sprawl while at the same time
implementing policies which condemn the countryside
to economic decline. Where do they think the wealth of
this nation comes from? The timber industry has been
all but destroyed. They said they would compensate
people for giving up their licences and not being able to
operate their contract carting businesses. What
happened? The money ran out and so many people who
had acted in good faith were left high and dry. This
government has allowed valuable water to run out to
sea. It is locking up the dam sites like the Mitchell in
national parks so dams can never be built there. It is
sticking out a mile that in due course they will want to
purloin water from country Victoria and bring it here to
this voracious consumer, the city of Melbourne.
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homes and cook their food. We have seen it with
grazing being pushed off the alpine areas. We are
seeing it now with attempts to push grazing out of the
Barmah forest. Where does it all end? As I have already
said, we know what is next. Barmah is the next one on
the list of demands of the government and those voters
down here among the concrete and tar whose tune it so
often dances to.
However, for a moment or two I would like to turn my
attention to the contribution made last evening by the
Leader of the Opposition. The Leader of the Opposition
accused The Nationals of being intellectually bankrupt
and Luddites — fairly strong words I would have
thought. On the way through I might recommend the
Leader of the Opposition consult the dictionary over
there and get the precise meaning of Luddite because it
is scarcely the context in which he used it last night.

Hon. W. R. BAXTER — If Mr Cameron is a
farmer, I am a Dutchman, Ms Carbines. The record of
environmental management by this government and its
instrumentalities, particularly Parks Victoria, is an
absolute disgrace. That has been acknowledged by
virtually every speaker on the opposition benches,
despite the fact that by supporting this bill they are
going to impose an even greater load on this inefficient
and underfunded department in Parks Victoria.

One thing about The Nationals is consistency. We have
consistently opposed national parks where they have
not been in the economic and environmental interest of
the state. We opposed the marine parks and we still
believe they are a mistake. We opposed the
box-ironbark forest national park because it locked up
such a huge area of northern Victoria and destroyed the
livelihoods of so many of my constituents, particularly
around Rushworth. We supported the Point Nepean
National Park. Why? Because it is not a
wealth-producing area. The alternative if it did not
become a national park was it would be cut up into
housing blocks for the wealthy elite of Melbourne, so I
think we were consistent in supporting it. We would
have supported an extension of the national park in the
Otways if it had been a reasonable extension, not one
that is nine times the size of the existing park. This is a
ninefold increase and on top of that it attaches another
40 000 hectares as some sort of forest park. That is
apparently a Clayton’s national park — the national
park you have when you are not having a national park.

Weeds are totally out of control. Vermin are attacking
our native flora and fauna and not being controlled. We
saw what happened with fire in 2003. The failure to act
fast enough and put in strike teams on those lightning
strikes allowed the fires to get established and we saw
the countryside alight from end to end, resulting in
tremendous cost and damage. We have seen fire access
tracks closed so that you cannot get in to fight fires and
you put firefighters at risk. We have seen fuel build-up
go on and on because fuel reduction burning has never
reached its targets. We are seeing restrictions being
placed on what people can do — Mr Eren is going to
find that out at Stephensons Falls. We are finding that
out in the north-east now where our poorer people can
no longer go out and collect firewood to heat their

However, it can be said that we in The Nationals stick
to our principles: we do not allow ourselves to be
swayed by fashionable mantra. Mr Davis resorted to the
mandate defence. He said the government had a
mandate for this from the 2002 election and therefore
he was able to support the legislation. Let us have a
look at that for consistency. Mr Davis went on to point
out that the Liberal Party had opposed the removal of
alpine grazing. He said that was because the
government did not have a mandate. I thought when the
Cain government took graziers out of the Bogongs and
Mount Nelse that that was Labor saying it wanted to get
rid of alpine grazing. I thought the Honourable Graeme
Stoney was in this Parliament absolutely and entirely
because it was Labor policy to get rid of alpine grazing.

They are cutting back the Department of Primary
Industries so that it is now a mere shell. They put in
charge of it a lightweight minister who carries no clout
in the cabinet and has no empathy with farmers.
Ms Carbines — He is a farmer himself.
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I thought everyone knew that Labor was going to get
rid of alpine grazing as soon as it could. It had a
mandate for that on whatever scenario you want to look
at because it had been to five or six elections with that
as its policy. However, that did not fit into Mr Davis’s
mandate theory, only this one did.
Let us have a look at something else to see whether the
mandate theory works. What about the Federal Awards
(Uniform System) Bill? It was defeated by the
opposition when it had the numbers in the last
Parliament. The government clearly went to the
election in 2002 with a policy to pass the uniform
legislation. It rolled it in in April 2003 and I have here
from Hansard the vote that occurred on 29 April. Those
who voted against that legislation include
‘Davis, Mr P. R.’. I would have thought that as Labor
went to the election with a policy that it was going to
put that up, clearly it had a mandate for it. I ask
Mr Davis: where is the consistency in terms of him
saying that the mandate theory has some relevance in
this case?
What is the distinction? I cannot see it. I think Mr Davis
has simply been dissembling on this issue. He has been
drawing very fine lines indeed. In fact, the performance
we got from Mr Davis last night justifies the action I
took at the Barmah Muster in May this year when I
warned those assembled to be very wary of politicians
who come up gladhanding their way around the place
giving every indication they are supporting them and
then come back to Melbourne and vote a different way.
With his words last night Mr Davis let the cat out of the
bag. If Labor goes to the election in 2006 advocating a
national park for Barmah, which it will, and Labor
wins, Mr Davis will lay down and not oppose it, despite
what he is saying around the countryside up there now.
I say it is The Nationals who are sticking to their
principles on this matter — we always have and we
always will.
Mr Davis said we lacked leverage. He ought to know
something about the history of my party in this
Parliament, and I do not think that the lack of leverage
has been a particular affliction we have suffered from.
Whatever happens at the 2006 election — and his party
may well come to government because the public is
sick of this one — there is one thing for sure:
Mr Davis’s party will not have the numbers in this
house and we will see then how much leverage The
Nationals are able to exercise!
In the last minute or two available to me let us think
about what this legislation will mean to the state of
Victoria and why The Nationals are so adamant in their
opposition to it. We say we simply cannot keep locking
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our resources away if we are to continue to enjoy as
Victorians and Australians the extraordinarily high
standard of living we all benefit from. All members of
the chamber would acknowledge that we have one of
the highest standards of living in the world. Why is that
so? We have been able to use the resources of this
country — renewable resources in the main — and
husband those resources, work with those resources and
renew those resources in order to produce the great
wealth that has given us all this very high standard of
living. We say that if they are going to continue to go
down this track, that standard of living is going to be
undermined.
Hon. P. R. Hall — Wealth is generated in the
country.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — Absolutely, Mr Hall —
wealth is generated in the country.
Mr Smith — In part. What are you talking about?
Hon. P. R. Hall — All the rural resources come
from the country.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — That is an interesting
exchange, but it does indicate the misunderstanding —
—
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — It does indicate the sort of
gross misunderstandings that are common on the
government backbench when it comes to what country
Victoria is like. I say without equivocation that The
Nationals will be proved right on this issue.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — I get that cynical laugh. It
might take 50 years before we are proved right.
Ms Carbines — It will be a dim, dark memory by
then.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — That is the problem,
Ms Carbines. I will not be here to say, ‘I told you so’.
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — I move:
That the debate be adjourned until later this day.

Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I
oppose the motion moved by Mr Smith. What in
heaven’s name is going on? Do you want to start a
procedural debate now?
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Ms Broad — Other speakers may want to speak.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — The way this house
works is that if people want to stand up and speak, they
are entitled to stand up and speak. No consultation —
—
Mr Smith — I want to speak on it, and I will, later
this day.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — It is up to the — —
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Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Thank you. It is a sad
day in this place when, at 5 minutes to midnight, we get
completely out of nowhere a procedural motion
designed to stop the debate.
Mr Smith — No, it is later this day.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — It is designed to stop
the debate. What do you mean? If we pass the motion,
we stop the debate, and we come back to it later in the
day. What is the point? No explanation — —

The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! I will seek some
directions.

The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! Mr Forwood
should address his remarks through the Chair.

Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Hang on, it is a
procedural motion. I get the right to speak against the
motion.

Hon. BILL FORWOOD — No explanation has
been given in this chamber by the mover of the motion
for the action he took. What is the government’s
intention? The Leader of the Government is here at the
moment. The Government Whip is here at the moment.
The minister is here at the moment. Will somebody
please tell me what was the purpose of the government
moving the adjournment of the bill that is before the
house?

Mr Smith — Not when the Chair is on her feet. Sit
down.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I have the right to
speak against the motion.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! We have a
motion before the Chair for an adjournment of this bill
until later this day.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I would like to speak
on the motion.
Ms Broad — The Chair is on her feet. Sit down.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I am entitled to speak
on the motion.
Ms Broad — Not when the Chair is on her feet.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! Mr Forwood!
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I stood up to speak on
the motion.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! I will seek some
directions, Mr Forwood, and find out. The question
before the Chair is a procedural one; therefore there can
be a 30-minute procedural debate. Does Mr Smith wish
to speak to his motion?
Mr Smith — No, I do not, but thank you for asking.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! Does
Mr Forwood wish to speak to the motion?

I think the house is entitled to have an explanation
when the government decides it wants to behave in
such a way. I am quite happy to sit down and allow the
government to explain what its intentions are, but I
suggest that if the government wants to run this house
cooperatively and smoothly, it should not ambush
people. It has never been the tradition or practice in this
place to do that. Any person is entitled to stand and
speak on a bill. If the government decides to move a
procedural motion like this, it will get debates on the
procedural motion unless it is prepared to tell people
what its intention is. I invite the Leader of the
Government to explain to the house what in heaven’s
name the government thinks it is doing.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I wish to speak
against this motion for the adjournment of the debate at
this point of time. Like Mr Forwood, I regret that we
have come to a point of time where there seems to be
confusion as to what is supposed to be happening. This
house, as he has indicated, has always worked with a
good degree of understanding and goodwill between
the three parties in this chamber, and it was only
yesterday that there was some negotiation with The
Nationals with respect to the running order so that we
were going to move on first thing this morning to the
Sustainability Victoria Bill. I was happy for that to
occur, but then it came to our attention and notice later
in the evening that because there were only three
additional speakers we were going to continue and
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finish the Otways national park bill. Suddenly the rules
seem to have changed and at the very least, as
Mr Forwood says, we deserve an explanation. Like
him, I do not believe anybody should be denied the
right to speak in debate. For heaven’s sake, we are
limited — —

has been sprung on us. At the very least we deserve an
explanation as to why this bill is being deferred until
later today. In the absence of any explanation it would
be the preference of The Nationals to continue the
debate while we are on it now. Let us get it through
right now.

Mr Smith — You are not being denied the right to
speak in the debate.

Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — This is
one of those moments where there is a fair amount of
heat in the chamber, mainly from a misunderstanding.
To reiterate, the government spoke to other parties
yesterday. I take Mr Forwood’s point: we do most
things well here by cooperation. Yesterday our view
was that we wanted this bill to be debated in full and
that we also have an imperative with the next bill
because of its start-up date. We thought that was
supported by all parties wanting it to go through the
house today. When we were discussing this issue last
night we thought there were still a limited number of
speakers, and we could achieve both those objectives.

Hon. P. R. HALL — Would you just listen for
once, thickhead?
Mr Smith — Get it straight.
Hon. P. R. HALL — You thickhead!
Mr Smith — Get your story straight.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Dickhead!
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! I ask the
honourable member not to use that language in the
chamber.
Hon. P. R. HALL — The point I was making is that
nobody should be denied the right to speak in debate.
Ms Broad — He is not being denied.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Would you just listen and let
me get my point out?
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! Mr Hall should
address his remarks through the Chair.
Hon. P. R. HALL — The point I was making was
that nobody should be denied the right to speak in
debate. For heaven’s sake, we are restricted enough in
terms of an opportunity to stand up here in the
Parliament and speak. The principle of allowing more
people to speak on the debate is fine. I am not going to
give a commitment from our party’s point of view that
if this debate is going to go on, we are not going to have
any more speakers. We have at least two other people
who have not spoken on the bill, and if it is to be
free-flowing debate with everybody wanting to
contribute, we will have our other two members who
have not spoken yet speak.
Late last evening the arrangements left with us were
that there were three people to speak; therefore, we
would finish this bill rather than start the Sustainability
Victoria Bill first thing this morning. We have a record
of working with the government and are happy to do so
to get through the business program cooperatively. This

With goodwill we can work through this. What has
happened since is that there are additional speakers. As
Mr Forwood has correctly pointed out, people are
entitled to add themselves to the list for this debate.
This is not an effort to stifle debate — anything but. It
is primarily designed to enable another bill with a
start-up date to have a higher listing. We would have
recommended that to the house first thing today but we
thought this debate would be over quickly. We thought
there were only three speakers remaining; therefore, we
let this one go in first and did not propose to bring the
other one on.
The anxiety and confusion have come about as people
have exercised their absolute right to add their names to
the bill’s debating list. We are not seeking to dispute
that or to force this to a guillotine, but the
misunderstanding has come about because one of the
bills has an earlier start-up date. We are more than
willing to facilitate this. It is not an endeavour to
change the time of the vote to when it does not suit
other parties. It is not an effort to stop the debate. It is
simply to complete a debate we thought would finish in
order to start a debate on another bill which has an
earlier start-up date. If there is any misunderstanding
about that, that is where the government is coming
from.
We can work through this. We have a number of
options here. I am not sure procedurally how it will
work. I am not sure if we were to ask Mr Smith to
withdraw his procedural motion that that would get us
through it. The preferred thing would be to simply have
the motion put, and it is not designed to stop any debate
or to force a vote at an inconvenient time for others. It
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was through a misunderstanding as to the number of
speakers.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I have
listened to the explanation from the Leader of the
House, and it is a useful explanation for us to have. I
seek, though, an assurance that if the debate is
adjourned and brought on again later this evening, it is
still the intention to conclude by 4:30 p.m., because
members of my party have made rather important
engagements on the basis that what was in place last
evening we expected to stand.
Hon. P. R. Hall — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mr Baxter has raised an issue on which we
seek clarification. I would have sought it myself only I
understand I cannot speak twice on a procedural
motion. But the Leader of the Government could
respond to that point either by leave — and I am happy
to grant him leave to speak again to that — or one of
his other ministers could give us that assurance.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! The Leader of
the Government, by leave.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) (By leave) —
The government’s intention is that the one bill for
which it seeks the support of the house today is the
Sustainability Victoria Bill. We do not want to go
beyond 4.30 p.m. today on the national parks bill. I
undertake to negotiate with other parties about their
preferences. Without prejudice, our preference would
be hopefully to finish both bills by 4:30 p.m. It is not
our intention to go beyond 4.30 p.m. today on the
national parks bill if we have not reached the logical
conclusion of debate by then.
Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Debate adjourned until later this day.

SUSTAINABILITY VICTORIA BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 September; motion of
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government).
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I wish to
speak on the Sustainability Victoria Bill. I will say at
the outset that the Liberal Party will be supporting this
bill. I expect we will finish this debate today unless the
Minister for Local Government comes in here to alter
the score again. In fact, she will change the rules again.
The Leader of the Government should be present; at
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least then something would be done. This is absolutely
appalling.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. ANDREA COOTE — The place is
shambolic. There is no order at all; it is absolutely
appalling. It has no standards. We have seen a prime
example of a government member missing out — —
Hon. R. G. Mitchell interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Mitchell is out of
his place.
Hon. ANDREA COOTE — This government is
supposed to be accountable and transparent. It cannot
even organise this place properly. It is hopeless.
The Sustainability Victoria Bill establishes a new body
which is to be called Sustainability Victoria. It will
supposedly adopt a holistic approach to environmental
sustainability initiatives. In practice this new statutory
authority involves a merger between Sustainable
Energy Authority Victoria, which advises businesses
and households on sustainable energy initiatives, and
EcoRecycle Victoria, which collects landfill levies from
local governments and promotes water recycling.
Technically the bill will repeal the Sustainable Energy
Authority Victoria Act 1990, amend the Environment
Protection Act 1970 to repeal the provisions relating to
EcoRecycle Victoria and make consequential
amendments to other acts.
The mission of this new statutory authority was set out
in the government’s environmentally sustainable
framework document in April 2005. This was released
concurrently with the ministerial statement made in the
other place. Apart from adopting the previous functions
of Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria and
EcoRecycle Victoria, Sustainability Victoria will have a
role in providing technical advice and policy support on
water resource issues for households and businesses.
This role relates particularly to the 5-star energy rating
required for new homes. That involves the provision of
rainwater tanks and/or solar hot water services. Policy
advice provision on a third pipe for grey water is an
anticipated responsibility. In addition the government’s
new authority will have a membership of between
seven and nine board members, some of whom will be
required to have specific skills. The Liberal Party
welcomes this. The rest of the bill provides for guiding
principles for the new body.
The legislation involves the establishment of yet
another statutory authority. We have seen the
government bolster the number of fat cat bureaucrats
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considerably. The latest count is 167 000 — and
probably more — additional public servants, while last
year 30 000 additional public servants were put on. I
referred earlier to the Department for Victorian
Communities. As a new body it started out with five
executives in the salary range $100 000 to $300 000,
with most of those executives being paid around
$100 000. In its second year of operation 20 fat cat
bureaucrats are earning in the vicinity of $100 000 to
$300 000 a year. I am very concerned about, and I am
certain the people of Victoria will be watching to see,
what salary ranges the people in this new statutory
authority that is about to be established will be getting. I
hope this is not another excuse for a huge inflated
bureaucracy, and I hope that people are accountable.
The Liberal Party has not been contacted by major user
groups or anybody else about any concerns as far as
this merger is concerned. We will support the bill. I
have been in touch with the Municipal Association of
Victoria, the Local Governance Association of Victoria
and Environment Victoria, and have had significant
discussions with them.
I want to look at clause 7 more closely. The bill not
only incorporates these two bodies but makes certain
that Sustainability Victoria will have an expanded role,
so it is very important to note its functions as detailed in
clause 7(a) to (u). Clause 7(a) states:
ensure that its objective is met to the maximum extent that is
practicable;

Clause 7(f) states:
encourage and promote the development and use of
environmentally sustainable practices, markets, technologies
and industries, including resource efficiency, energy
efficiency, renewable energy and water;

Clause 7(g) states:
promote throughout Victoria waste avoidance, waste
reduction and recovery, re-use, recycling of resources and
best practices in waste management;

Clause 7(k) states:
develop and publish implementation strategies for the
achievement of government policy objectives for
environmental sustainability, including increased resource
efficiency;

Clause 7(m) states:
develop and implement community education and awareness
strategies in relation to environmental sustainability.

I will refer shortly to the inquiry into sustainable
communities. I am the deputy chair of the Environment
and Natural Resources Committee and the chair is the
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member for Carrum in the other place, Jenny Lindell,
who does an excellent job. We worked on this
committee looking into sustainable communities, and I
will come back to some of the recommendations in the
report, because I believe Sustainable Victoria would do
well to look at some of the recommendations published
in our report. One of the issues we came across was the
education of communities. I am pleased to see
clause 7(m) incorporated in the bill, because we found
one of the issues was the lack of understanding in the
community of what was involved with recycling.
Victorians are very amenable to recycling and are keen
to be part of the process. We need look no further than
recycling programs for newspapers and bottles. We do
it very well. There seems to be some suspicion about
using things like green power, for example, and there is
a huge amount of scepticism in the community whether
if you subscribe to green power you get what you pay
for. There is some distance to go with the education
part of this authority. I am pleased to see this
highlighted in clause 7(m).
Clause 7 is important¸ but I will not go into all the detail
of it. Clause 7(r) states:
develop tools to measure, monitor and report on government
waste, water and energy targets.

This is very important, because unless we have
empirical evidence we will never have proper planning
for the future. We have to base future plans on research,
and the only way to do that is to have proper
monitoring and controls and do the science involved in
this type of monitoring and assessment. The public
wants the opportunity to see how successful this will
be.
There is no better place to start with than the
government, to make certain it does it best first so it can
be the benchmark for the rest of the state and so that
people can see how it works for us. A suggestion is that
government offices in city buildings should have their
lights turned off. That would mean a tremendous saving
across the economy. I am not sure how successful it
would be. I know there are a number of government
departments in Nauru House, and it seems to be lit up
like a Christmas tree at night. It may be as simple as
getting someone to be responsible for turning off the
lights, but I am not certain what the process is. I do
think the community will get a lot of heart if it knows
government departments are doing it better. There is
room for improvement and I look forward to the
monitoring and accountability with this so we can all
see what is happening.
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Clause 7(u) states:
provide advice to the Minister on issues concerning
environmental sustainability and environmentally sustainable
markets, including issues relating to resource efficiency,
renewable energy, greenhouse gases and waste management.

My colleague the Honourable Bill Forwood wants to
speak in greater detail on this, with an emphasis on the
brown coal and energy issues. We have had huge
debates on renewable energy at various times in this
chamber, particularly wind energy, and it is a great pity
that the Minister for Energy Industries is not here. I am
certain he would have wanted to contribute to the
debate, and that he and the shadow minister would have
had a lively discussion about this clause. I will be keen
to see what is meant by this, and the people of Victoria
will be interested to see what will happen to this.
Clause 8 refers to powers. Clause 8(1) states:
Sustainability Victoria may do all things that are necessary or
convenient to enable it to carry out its functions and achieve
its objective.

That is broad, and time will be the test. We could
probably take this into the committee stage and thrash it
out, but given the fact that we are very tense today
about operations in this place I shall not do it. I know
the Minister for Housing is tense today. Clause 8(2)
states:
Without limiting sub-section (1), Sustainability Victoria may
apply for, obtain and hold intellectual property rights,
including patents, copyrights, trade marks and registered
designs.

That is probably a timely inclusion in the bill,
particularly when dealing with a new authority and
newer areas. I will not go into more detail on the bill,
because I would like to have a closer look at two
organisations and put on the record an extract from
Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria’s annual report.
The preface says that Sustainability Energy Authority
Victoria’s focus is on:
… standards, training and accreditation enabled of the
continued replication of sustainable energy outcomes by
building consumer confidence in, and increasing the
accessibility of, sustainable energy products and services,
most notably through the introduction of the 5-star standard
for new homes from 1 July 2004.

I cannot be specific, but I was in the car recently and
was very pleased to hear that Victoria was used as a
benchmark for 5-star energy savings across the country.
I was pleased to learn that we were being lauded
throughout the commonwealth as best at that. I
congratulate the government on that rating, because it is
a very good initiative. As a Victorian I was particularly
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proud to hear that. I have also said in this chamber that
it would be nice if, alongside the 5-star energy savings,
we could use a star rating for our ageing population.
We could commence giving star ratings, particularly
with planning procedures, for new buildings with wider
corridors for wheelchairs, wider access to shower
recesses, reinforced bathrooms and a whole range of
other things. It is something that does not fall within the
ambit of this bill, but it is something that the
government, which has had success with the 5-star
energy rating, can have a closer look at. It is timely to
examine the report of Sustainable Energy Authority
Victoria because this bill is its death knell.
The annual report of EcoRecycle Victoria says that its
mission is:
To protect the environment for the benefit of present and
future generations by minimising the creation of waste,
promoting the sustainable use of resources, and better
managing the disposal of material, which cannot be diverted
from the waste stream for productive use.

Waste management and landfill in this country is a
problem. Traditionally, because we have so much
space, we have become complacent about what we put
into landfill. In Europe, for example, which has a small
amount of land available for landfill, people are more
economical with their waste — for example, every
component of a television and a refrigerator are
dismantled and reused. Technology has been developed
in Australia that helps to break down the components of
televisions, refrigerators and other household
appliances that we take for granted into very small
amounts of material, most of which is able to be
recycled.
The Environment and Natural Resources Committee
undertook a study earlier this year. I was not able to go
on that study tour, but I understand the committee had a
close look at landfill, and landfill in other countries
around the world would seem to be in comparison to
Australia very expensive. The expense to the
householder will give us a sharp focus on what we
recycle and what we hang on to. It is interesting that if
you buy a television set the retail shop is prepared to
take away your old television set, which means that
retailers have some responsible programs for dumping
that material. That is to be commended, and I hope
there is more of it. Australians, Victorians in particular,
have a very good attitude towards recycling. Once
Victorians understand that recycling components such
as television sets, computer screens and so on is
important, they will embrace it. It goes back to the
education clause of the bill from which I quoted earlier.
When Victorians are educated, they will fall into line.
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There are now new waste management systems. There
is one in Geelong known as MRF, which stands for
materials recovery facility. When we first recycled our
materials we had bottles in one wheelie bin and
newspapers in another and we were very industrious
about how we separated it. With the new bins
everything is put in together and the new waste disposal
process involves it all going on a conveyer belt and
robots taking out the different components. I know that
with the glass recycling procedure, for example,
ceramic containers such as Kahlua bottles cannot be
recycled because the ceramics cause an enormous
amount of difficulty in the recycling process. But all
glass can be recycled. These MRF compacter areas
enable us to make recycling even easier than it has ever
been because everything can be put into one of the
special designated wheelie bins. It is easier for our
house goods to be recycled.
The EcoRecycle annual report refers to what should
happen during the Commonwealth Games. It states:
EcoRecycle is already collaborating with the games
organisers on the development of a $1 million statewide
behaviour change program.

In the committee’s report we had a very close look at
what constitutes behaviour change and what it is that
focuses our minds on behaviour change. Is it peer group
pressure, is it regulation, or is it cost? There was no
clear-cut answer. Certainly regulations — and we have
seen it with water regulations — help focus the mind
very closely. Cost is another factor that certainly makes
a difference, but peer group pressure has some
influence as we have seen with the use of the green
supermarket bags. A green bag instead of a plastic bag
has become the done thing. You see people going into a
supermarket with their green bags over their arm rather
than leaving with plastic bags, so there is some sense of
peer group pressure as well. I suspect it will be all
three — cost to the individual, peer group pressure and
some regulation. I will be keen to see what this
$1 million statewide behaviour change program for the
Commonwealth Games will be. The Commonwealth
Games environmental framework will be met through:
Design for waste avoidance in construction;
Target of 95 per cent diversion for construction waste;
Provision of commingled recycling bins are for site workers;
Design for operational waste and recycling efficiency in all
permanent housing;
Use of environmentally preferable materials where practical.

I hope the report that is produced once the
Commonwealth Games are over will show whether
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these benchmarks have been met and how much they
cost. I will be particularly interested to see what
happens with the behaviour change program because
that probably will have some implications for us into
the future. As I said, I will have a closer look at the
inquiry that was undertaken into sustainable
communities by the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee. Several other members from this
chamber were on that committee, including my
colleagues Ms Lovell, Mr Hilton and Mr Drum.
When we made these recommendations we knew a new
body was going to be put into place which was going to
be called Sustainability Victoria. Many of the
recommendations were pitched at that particular body.
It is quite pleasing then that I can give some
suggestions to this new authority today, when it is being
initiated. In chapter 7, recommendation 7.2 says there
should be an:
integrated product policy by 2007 to reverse the upward trend
in waste production.

This is a valuable recommendation. There is no point in
closing the barn door after the horse has bolted. It is
important that both ends work towards the same
goal — waste management at one end and waste
reduction at the other. Recommendation 7.9 states:
Sustainability Victoria and the Environment Protection
Authority assess and publicly report on the relative merits of
various waste management technologies including the
world’s best practice incineration with energy recovery and
alternative waste technologies that do not require the
development of a recycled organics industry before entering
into any Partnership Victoria type arrangements.

That is something this new body could have a closer
look at. In chapter 8 there is a recommendation that the
state government through Sustainability Victoria
should:
a)

examine the merit of a requirement for houses sold or
rented in Victoria to meet minimum water efficiency
standards; and

b)

as an incentive for householders to move beyond a
minimum standard, create a system of mandatory
disclosure of water efficiency on the sale or lease of
residential property.

We investigated this quite thoroughly, because people
are very interested in the issue. Part of the charter of
this bill is to look into the education processes in
Victoria. If we highlighted this type of water usage
within each household, it would certainly give
Victorians a sense of how much water is available. I
will give an example of a small thing. I have to come
along Punt Road each morning, as does the Minister for
Aged Care. At Richmond railway station there is a sign
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which indicates water levels in our catchment areas and
how many litres of water Victorians used the day
before. It is interesting to take note of that while sitting
in traffic. If we could start to translate that into our
household use, and if when we sold a house we had a
statement of its water use as part of the requirement for
selling, Victorians would suddenly start to work out
how important saving water in our state is for us as a
community.
Chapter 9 states:
Sustainability Victoria, as a matter of priority, to benchmark
the Victorian 5-star energy rating scheme for houses against
international best practice. These findings should be made
publicly available.

We have had praise for the 5-star rating, but it can
always be better. We would like to see Victoria right
out there. We are certainly a leader in this field in
Australia, but we have an opportunity to be even better.
I hope Sustainability Victoria has a closer look at that.
Recommendation 9.14 is:
The Victorian government take a lead by achieving a
mandatory renewable energy target of 10 per cent by 2010.
Targets for the medium term (20 years) and long term
(50 years) should also be established.

This is essential. We are making laws today that will
affect this state well into the future. It is timely to look
50 years into the future and put into place the
parameters and benchmarks necessary to make certain
that people coming behind us have a sustainable water
supply, and proper energy reuse and waste management
systems.
A number of the recommendations of the inquiry into
sustainable communities are very timely. I suggest that
Sustainability Victoria have a closer look at them. The
Liberal Party looks forward to a long life for
Sustainability Victoria. I hope it is successful and is not
filled with a lot of bureaucrats and fat cats. I hope it
follows the recommendations I have referred to,
because I would like very much to see Victoria build on
the good work that has already been done and make
certain we are a leader in the field in this country and
internationally. We have an opportunity to do that, and
this could be the vehicle to achieve that. I wish the bill
and the authority success.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — This bill
establishes a new statutory authority to be called
Sustainability Victoria. It does this by merging two
existing authorities, EcoRecycle Victoria and the
Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria. The new body
will take on all the previous functions of those two
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organisations. It will also take on an expanded role in
what the second-reading speech describes as:
… improving Victoria’s sustainable approach to water use in
relation to households and businesses.

The Nationals think this new authority has some
challenges ahead. We wish to raise some issues about
how it will operate, but we sincerely hope it achieves
what is set out in the statement of objectives in this bill.
I will raise some of those issues in the course of the
debate, but overall we have respected the work that
EcoRecycle and the Sustainable Energy Authority have
undertaken and have been generally supportive of them.
At times the directions given to both those
organisations by the government have received some
criticism from us, but I make the point very clearly that
in those instances it is the government’s directions that
have attracted the criticism and not the separate
authorities themselves. That is true of all government
departments, and certainly the vast majority of public
servants. We need to remember that it is the
government which provides the resources for the
departments and authorities to work and which gives
them directions on how they should work. Generally
speaking, most government departments and public
servants do their best within the resources and
directions given to them.
We have supported the work done by Sustainable
Energy Authority Victoria (SEAV) and EcoRecycle
Victoria, and because this new organisation will
amalgamate the functions of those two authorities as
well as take on issues associated with water, we have
come to the conclusion that we will not oppose the bill.
I think Mr Hilton would have liked to hear that if he
were in the chamber, because in his contribution to the
debate last night he was very critical of The Nationals
for not supporting environmental bills. Here is one we
are prepared to support, as we did with the National
Parks (Point Nepean) Bill. As my colleague Mr Baxter
said in his comments to the house this morning, where
there is value in supporting these environmental bills
we are certainly prepared to do so. We look at them
objectively, analytically and pragmatically and come to
a conclusion. That conclusion with respect to this bill is
that we will lend it our support.
However, I said there were some challenges for the new
authority, and I will outline what we in The Nationals
believe they are. First of all there is a danger that
bringing together two smaller organisations will diffuse
their previous focus. Sustainable Energy Authority
Victoria had a focus on different renewable energies
and efficiencies within the energy sector, generally
provided good advice and set its policy directions well.
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It was the same with EcoRecycle Victoria in its
carrying out of its functions, particularly in the area of
waste minimisation. Many of the programs it undertook
were worthwhile and valuable programs. Now there
will be one bigger organisation with more program
areas to concentrate on, which in addition will take on
the responsibility of promoting efficiency and
sustainability in the household and business use of
water. With those extra functions there is a chance that
each of them will not be done as well or as effectively
as before. The challenge for the new organisation will
be to ensure that it maintains the standards that have
been set by both EcoRecycle and the Sustainable
Energy Authority Victoria. In saying that I
acknowledge the intention of taking a more holistic
view, as it has been described by the minister in the
second-reading speech While that makes perfect sense
in theory, there is a challenge to make sure that it is
effective in practice. Therein lies the challenge for the
new authority.
The second challenge the new organisation faces is to
make sure it does not become a political tool of the
government. The record of this government in
exploiting environmental opportunities is pretty
shoddy. When I look at past experience, like the
Premier of this state flying around in helicopters
promoting water conservation, it appears as if he is
using that environmental issue purely as a political tool.
By all means highlight environmental needs but do not
do it just to promote government or the Premier of this
state. There is a challenge not to let this new
organisation become simply a tool of the government of
the day in promoting environmental issues.
The third challenge I will put on the record is the need
for effective coordination of the many groups involved
in and the efforts that are being made towards water
sustainability. We all acknowledge the precious
resource that water is, particularly those of us who
represent country electorates. For many, many years we
have understood the impact of drought and lack of
water resources on our communities. People in country
Victoria have undergone water restrictions to a much
greater extent and over a much longer period than
people in Melbourne and Geelong, so we understand
the importance of water. We have had various water
authorities, catchment management authorities,
Landcare groups and different levels of government all
trying to promote water conservation measures. Given
that this new authority has been given a role in water
conservation, one of its challenges is to work with those
other groups to establish structures and relationships so
that the work being undertaken in that important area of
water conservation is collective and coordinated.
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The fourth challenge I want to talk about is waste
management, particularly in rural and regional Victoria.
Again, waste management is one of the critical issues
that we as a society face. EcoRecycle and the
Environment Protection Authority (EPA) have done a
lot of work in waste management, and I am pleased to
say that the level of recycling in our community has
risen. More of us recycle, and that is to be commended,
but there is still a fair bit of work to do with respect to
waste management. Initially standards for waste
management set under the Towards Zero Waste policy
were to be applied uniformly throughout the state, so
that the standards for Melbourne were going to apply to
rural and regional Victoria. Thankfully, rather than
setting the same standards and regional waste targets
for management groups right across Australia, there has
been some shift towards setting more achievable targets
in rural areas.
In passing, I particularly want to compliment the
regional waste management groups, which do a sterling
job. The challenges they face and their ways of
operating are different from those in the larger
metropolitan areas. Many members do not understand
about waste collection and waste management in
country areas and how vastly different it is from what
happens in a city like Melbourne that has a population
of nearly 2 million people. In country areas the services
we have access to are quite different. In Melbourne
most people have a weekly garbage collection, a
weekly recyclables collection and at least a fortnightly
green waste collection. Some municipalities have a
branch collection at least once a month and probably
once or twice a year they have a hard garbage
collection as well. If you live in the country you do not
have access to all those services.
Some people who live outside the towns simply do not
have a waste collection service at all; they have to
manage their own waste. Other towns do not have the
same level of recyclable waste collections, some small
communities have no green waste collection service,
and certainly a lot of communities do not have a regular
hard garbage collection. Yet they still pay the landfill
levies like everyone else — that is, if you are taking
your rubbish to a tip now, invariably you will pay to tip
it. In most country waste disposal centres now there is
differentiation in the type of waste they will accept,
whether it be green waste or general waste. All I wish
to say with respect to this point is that the services
available to assist people with waste management are
different in country areas, where you do not have the
same density of population as in Melbourne, and
therein lies a challenge for the regional waste
management groups. That difference should be
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recognised by government when it sets those targets so
that country people are not unfairly disadvantaged.
That takes me to the Sustainability Fund, which is built
up from the landfill levies that councils currently are
required to pay by law. We in The Nationals are
concerned that it seems little money is being distributed
from that particular fund, and that which is distributed
is mostly going to councils or waste management
groups in the metropolitan area and not too many funds
are flowing out to the regional waste management
groups. I know for a fact that the applications by
regional waste management groups for funding from
the Sustainability Fund have been mostly unsuccessful;
but even more importantly than that, they have been
given no satisfactory explanation as to why their
applications have been unsuccessful. One would have
thought that at the very least if you wanted to improve
waste management techniques you would give
guidance to those groups on what sorts of programs
they should be applying for so they could be successful
in receiving those funds. Regional waste management
groups are keen to learn of their standing and
relationship with this new organisation, Sustainability
Victoria, and therein perhaps lies another challenge for
that organisation to develop that relationship with the
regional waste management groups.
While I am talking about waste management I also
want to comment on an issue highlighted to The
Nationals during our community cabinet visits to
country areas. We went to Horsham and met with the
Horsham Rural City Council on 25 July this year. One
of the issues raised with us by the council concerned the
landfill levies the municipality pays. Horsham Rural
City Council told us that each year it pays $250 000 to
the Environment Protection Authority (EPA) in landfill
levies. I understand that goes into the Sustainability
Fund that I was talking about before. The Horsham
Rural City Council does not really get anything at all
back from the $250 000 it pays. Currently one of its
large tasks is to develop a new regional landfill site at
Dooen and that will cost it something like $600 000 to
$1 million per stage of that landfill.
When we talk about waste management there will
always be a need for at least some landfill sites. We will
never be able, certainly in the foreseeable future, to
completely eliminate all waste. It is an admirable aim,
but we will not achieve it for some time yet, and so we
will need landfill sites throughout the state. Particularly
in regional areas, because they do not have the volume
of people, perhaps they need the landfill more so than
some of the metropolitan areas where more can be
recycled because of the economies of scale.
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But in respect of this issue, the Horsham Rural City
Council gave us a suggested action, and that was that a
review of the Environment Protection Authority Act in
respect of levy distributions be undertaken to ensure
that regional municipalities may apply for a subsidy to
fund the development of approved regional landfills in
accordance with approved regional waste management
plans. I think that is a very sensible recommendation. If
a landfill is part of an approved regional waste
management plan, then I think it should be eligible for
some funding and attract some support. After all, it is
the money of ratepayers themselves that has gone into
this Sustainability Fund, and in the case of the Horsham
Rural City Council, $250 000 a year has gone into it. It
should be entitled to some return on that and it would
be particularly helpful for it in developing its new
landfill site.
They are some of the challenges that I think this new
organisation, Sustainability Victoria, faces in the future.
What I want to now turn to — and this is in the true
spirit of debate — are some of the issues and comments
made in the minister’s second-reading speech. As the
Leader of the Opposition indicated last night, it is
appropriate for us, as part of a debate, to pick up on
points and comments made by previous speakers and
also to comment on them ourselves. I particularly want
to refer the house to the flowery, marvellous rhetorical
sorts of statements that have been made by the minister
on page 3 of the distributed copy of his second-reading
speech. I am referring to things like:
For too long we have treated the environment as an
inexhaustible bounty.
We have consumed natural resources at a faster rate than they
can naturally replenish.
We have considered the needs of today, but not the rights
of —

How good does that sound! But the problem with all of
that is there is no balance in the argument in this
second-reading speech. It is all doom-and-gloom and
extreme-green sort of language that comes through in
this second-reading speech, without any balance or
pragmatism being put into the arguments. It therefore
rests with The Nationals, and anybody else who wants
to try, to put a bit of balance in the argument. The
second-reading speech continues:
For example —
Since European settlement began in Victoria in the
1830s approximately 65 per cent of our native
vegetation has been cleared, degrading the quality of
some of our land and waterways.
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Of course land has been cleared. I am told that
Melbourne used to be a lovely, very richly forested
area, and it has been cleared now for people to live and
build homes; and it keeps on spreading and spreading.
Of course land has been cleared; and of course land has
been cleared outside of Melbourne and the metropolitan
areas for people to live, but more importantly for people
to grow the crops and the food that others need for their
own sustainability. Of course tracts of land have been
cleared. The same goes for roadways; people now
expect dual-carriage highways right throughout country
Victoria, so we clear land to make roads to
accommodate our needs. But yet we have a bold
statement like this saying that since European
settlement 65 per cent of our land has been cleared.
There is no balance in that statement and I could not let
it slip without making comment on it.
Another example is:
Forty-four per cent of our native plants and 30 per cent of our
native animals are either extinct or threatened.

From what base are those figures calculated? Are they
from white settlement? And when did the first survey of
these particular plants and animals take place? But even
in saying that, you have to acknowledge that nature
changes. The geological history of our planet shows
there have been enormous changes and fluctuations in
climate over a period of time. It is the same with the
nature of our plants and animals over a period of time:
they change. Yes, they have been impacted upon by the
settlement of white people in this country. There is no
doubt whatsoever about that. But let us just
acknowledge that part of that is just a natural
progression of change that exists on the planet on which
we live.
Finally I just want to go to this point, where again:
If everyone in the world lived like Victorians, we would
require four planets to provide for us.

Again there is no balance whatsoever in that argument.
Throughout all of those statements the implication I
find most objectionable is that people who live in the
country are less environmentally responsible. I object to
that, and do not think anything could be further from
the truth. I know from living in country Victoria, as I
said before, we understand how important water
conservation is. We actually live with it; in most of
country Victoria we have restrictions on our water use
every year without fail, and the low rainfall over the last
seven or eight years has brought that to the fore. In
country Victoria we have more water tanks per head of
population. A lot of people in country Victoria collect
their own rainwater. They are required to because they
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are not connected to a reticulated system. We
understand the importance of water conservation.
We are careful even in the little things. Many of us in
country Victoria grow our own vegies, understand our
own gardens and produce some of our own food; and of
course we provide for Victoria’s needs too — and
sometimes international needs — by growing food. The
crops that we grow, the beef that we produce and the
wool that we grow are magnificent industries that we
all desperately rely on. The milk and dairy products that
we produce all come from country Victoria. We know
they need to be sustainable operations. Our dairy
farmers, our woolgrowers, our timber harvesters and
our crop growers understand the importance of
sustainability — that is, your paddock has to produce
just as much, if not more, next year than it did in the
year just gone; otherwise you would not be able to
compete and you will not be sustainable. So we
understand the environmental arguments.
On the issue of irrigation, it sickens me when I hear the
arguments that some of the Greens throw up against the
irrigators in this country. Where would we be without
irrigation in this country? Where would we get all our
fruit and vegetables without irrigation in this country?
Where would we get all our dairy products without
irrigation in this country? They are industries upon
which we all rely for our sustainability, yet people are
suggesting that irrigation is an inappropriate and
expansive use of our water resources. It is an absolutely
necessary use of our water resources to ensure that we
grow enough food to accommodate our own needs in
this country and for our export opportunities.
Throughout the second-reading speech there is some
very emotive language, but there is no balance of the
facts presented. It is all the doom-and-gloom stuff we
could expect from the extreme Greens without any
sense of balance or pragmatism thrown into the whole
debate. It reminds me of some comments made by
Mr Hilton last night. He described The Nationals in
10 words: dig it up, chop it down and ship it out. He
portrayed us as environmental vandals, and I take
objection to that. I do not quite understand what he
meant. What did he mean by ‘dig it up’? Was he
making reference to, for example, our coal resources?
We have a little bit of mining going on in Victoria —
not a great deal — but our biggest mining operation is
probably brown coal mining. If he was suggesting that
we should stop digging up brown coal and put the
Hazelwood power station to rest, that is in complete
contrast to the views of his own energy minister, his
own Premier and his own government. To the
suggestion that we are people who just ‘dig it up’ all the
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time, brown coal is the only thing I can suggest, and he
would be at odds with his own government. He is not
being very practical or pragmatic in that approach,
because we are going to need power from the
Hazelwood power station for the foreseeable future. It
supplies 20 per cent of our power needs in this state.
You cannot simply retire a power station like
Hazelwood.
I say to Mr Hilton that he will have to continue to dig
up a bit more coal in this country and in the state of
Victoria, because we will need it for our power means.
By all means we can look for efficient ways of using
that brown coal — and I have been one of the strongest
advocates for researching, developing and
demonstrating more efficient ways of utilising that
brown coal in a more environmentally friendly way —
but for goodness sake let us acknowledge that we need
it and that we will have to continue to dig it up. I think
we are being both practical and pragmatic and have a
reasonable balance in our views on that.
He also described us as people who would ‘chop it
down’. Once again, does that imply he was suggesting
we should completely terminate timber harvesting in
this country? If so, where will we get our timber needs
from? We will have to continue to chop down trees.
The Nationals have never advocated it should be open
slather and we should be clearing everything, but we do
have to clear 50 hectares at a time — 50 hectares here
and 50 hectares there — to meet some of our timber
needs in this country. As Mr Eren said this morning,
yes, it does look pretty horrible the first time you see
where a 40-hectare coupe has been harvested. But in
five years time when you go back to that area the
saplings are 2 or 3 metres high, the bush is very
healthy, and young animals are coming out and feeding
on the new vegetation — it is a thriving, freshly reborn
forest. It does look bad for the first five years, but from
then on it is what environmentally we should be aiming
for.
Hon. C. D. Hirsh interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Ms Hirsh can be smart about
this. Ms Hirsh makes some smart-alecky comments
about butterflies and birds, but that is exactly the case.
Some of the long-footed potoroos in East Gippsland in
danger of becoming extinct have been found in recently
regenerated logging coupes. They have. Members
should ask Mr Pullen’s friend, the mayor of the Shire of
East Gippsland. She will tell you about the recently
harvested logging coupes in the East Gippsland shire
and that there is nothing like a freshly grown coupe to
bring back some of the animals and plant life to those
areas. You need regeneration of our forest areas to
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sustain the local ecologies. It is a helpful fact. With
timber harvesting you have to continue to cut down
trees. Otherwise we would not have the paper we are
looking at now or the lovely furniture that is around this
place. We are going to continue to rely on timber. We
should be big enough and strong enough to sustain our
own use of timber rather than relying on importing it
from Third World countries with Third World
harvesting practices.
Mr Hilton also said that we ‘ship it out’. I do not know
where he gets that from, because The Nationals’ point
of view and what they have advocated so strongly for is
value adding to our own natural resources in our own
country. It is absolutely appalling that some of our
timber products in their raw or in a semi-processed
form are shipped out of this country, manufactured into
furniture parts and then brought back into the country
and reassembled. It is the same with woodchips leaving
our country. We should be big enough and capable
enough to convert all of those woodchips we have in
this country into a paper form rather than sending them
out and then importing them back in the form of pulp. I
say that we should be — and The Nationals have been
strong advocates for this — value adding our own
natural resources. We have never talked about shipping
out products. I thought the throwaway line in the
comments of Mr Hilton last night, which described us
as having the position of ‘dig it up, chop it down and
ship it out’ was disappointing. Certainly that is far from
reality, far from the truth and far from the direction The
Nationals have always pursued.
I want to make a final point about the flowery
comments in the second-reading speech. I find it pretty
disappointing in this chamber when, as I did yesterday
in the debate on the Great Otways National Park, I
throw a challenge to any one of the government
members to respond to some of the points that I make
in debate. One of the strongest points I made was:
where is the plan? Do we have a finite end to the
number of national parks that will be developed in the
state of Victoria? Do we continue to add national parks
year in, year out to the land estate that we have in
Victoria? There was no response — not one
response — from any government speaker as to
whether there is any plan. Government members
criticise us for daring to ask the question: how far do
you go and where do you stop? But not one person has
responded — neither yesterday nor ever in the past —
to my challenge about what we will do about
the $2 billion trade deficit that Australia has in timber
and timber-related products. Not one person from the
government — —
Mr Smith interjected.
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Hon. P. R. HALL — If Mr T-h-i-c-k-h-e-a-d Smith
wants to interject again, I challenge him to stand up and
to respond to those issues.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Good. He has the opportunity
on the adjournment of the house today. I want him to
respond to those very issues. What is the government’s
plan? How many national parks will it have in Victoria?
Will we see additions every year, year in, year out?
Mr Smith can also tell me what we will do about
impacting on the $2 billion deficit this country has in
timber and timber-related products. I challenge him to
do that.
Nobody made any comment about the social impact of
plantations on rural communities. Nobody made any
comment about the environmental issues involving CO2
absorption by new regenerating forests. Not one person
wanted to tackle that issue. Perhaps it was too logical
for them; perhaps they did not have an argument for
them; perhaps they just do not understand the issue and
conveniently wish to ignore it. Nobody responded
about multiple-use management of our forest areas and
why we could not have special areas that were
multiple-use areas and still achieve the same
environmental objectives.
When I look at the second-reading speech and see all
those flowery, rhetorical sorts of comments that we are
seeing more frequently in government speeches, I say,
‘What about putting some balance into the argument?
What about showing a bit of moderation in terms of the
facts presented here? What about telling the whole
story? What about looking at the two sides of the story
rather than just looking at it from one point of view?’. It
is frustrating, but that is enough on the second-reading
speech.
As I said right at the start, the Sustainability Victoria
Bill is one which we will not oppose because we have
acknowledged the good work done by EcoRecycle
Victoria and also Sustainable Energy Authority
Victoria in the past and we sincerely hope their good
work can be carried through with the new authority. I
have outlined what we believe are some serious
challenges for the new authority. Notwithstanding that,
let us hope the government works with the new
authority and gives it the resources and directions to be
able to meet those challenges.
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — I am very pleased as
Parliamentary Secretary for Environment to speak in
support of the Sustainability Victoria Bill this
afternoon. It seeks to bring together two of Victoria’s
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existing authorities — EcoRecycle Victoria and
Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria — to establish a
new authority called Sustainability Victoria. I enjoyed
very much the contributions of the Honourables Andrea
Coote and Peter Hall, and I thank them for their support
for this bill.
Sustainability Victoria’s mission will be to facilitate
and promote environmental sustainability in the use of
resources. By doing this we are delivering on our 2002
election commitment to make environmental
sustainability a key priority of the Bracks government.
Indeed, we have a very fine record of leading and
delivering the most comprehensive environmental
reform agenda in our state’s history.
This house has heard me speak many times about the
suite of environmental reforms the Bracks government
has introduced in its first and second terms. As we
commence this debate on Sustainability Victoria this
afternoon it is important to go back over some of the
achievements and reforms initiated and delivered by the
Bracks government. In our first term we established the
world’s first comprehensive system of marine national
parks and sanctuaries. As all members of this house
would be aware, that legislation has placed Victoria at
the forefront of marine conservation in the world. I am
sure we are all very proud of that. I know future
generations will consider it to be a hallmark of the first
term of the Bracks government.
There are different views in this chamber about the
Bracks government’s reform of the timber industry
through Our Forests Our Future. In our first term we
critically assessed the level of timber resources across
the state. We realised through advice that we were not
managing our timber resources in a sustainable way.
We resolved to reduce the amount of logging across the
state by 30 per cent. We did that for two reasons: to
ensure that timber resources across the state are
sustainable, and to ensure that the logging industry has
a future in this state. It was clear to me and this
government that if logging had continued in the way it
was, the logging industry would not have a sustainable
future in our state. We established and protected the
box-ironbark forests. In this term we have debated
extensively in this chamber the ending of cattle grazing
in the Alpine National Park. I am very proud to be a
member of the government which has delivered that
commitment. I know that, like the establishment of the
marine national parks and sanctuaries in our first term,
the legislation to end cattle grazing in the Alpine
National Park will be considered a hallmark of our
second term of government.
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At the moment we are debating the establishment of the
Great Otway National Park. It is a debate which is very
dear to my heart, one I have been involved in for more
than 10 years in my community. I have been enjoying
the contributions of members on both sides of the
house, although I find I am struggling to agree with
some of the comments made by members opposite.

Victorians should be proud of the level of recycling that
takes place in our state. We have doubled the level of
recycling from around about 26 per cent 10 years ago to
53 per cent of waste being recycled in 2005.
Amazingly, Victoria leads the world in newspaper
recycling. We are not just leading the nation, we are
leading the world. We should be very proud of that.

We have comprehensively reformed the way we
manage our water supplies in this state. I congratulate
the Minister for Water in the other place for his
leadership in this matter. We know that if we continue
to use and waste water the way we have for
generations, our supplies will be critically threatened.
We have worked hard to engage all stakeholders in
water reform to ensure that our supplies are sustained
not just for our use but for generations to come.

I talked last week about the commissioner for
environmental sustainability. We made an election
commitment to establish the commissioner’s role in this
state to critically assess and analyse the way we are
managing our state environmentally. We have
appointed Dr Ian McPhail as the commissioner for
environmental sustainability. I know he is working very
hard. He has released the framework for his state of
environment management report, which we debated in
Parliament last week. I wish him well in his
endeavours.

We are tackling the issues in relation to planning. It is
clear that by 2030 we will have an extra 1 million
people living in Melbourne, our state’s capital city.
That poses many threats and challenges to our way of
life. Melbourne 2030 is a visionary planning document
which will ensure that Melbourne remains the world’s
most livable city while coping with the challenges of
having an extra 1 million people in the next 25 years.
We have set a renewable energy target of 10 per cent by
2010, and we are well on the way to achieving that
target. It is important that we confront those serious
climate change issues. I know it seems like small steps
are being taken but it is critical to recognise that we
have an obligation as a government to try to address
and reverse some of the ravages climate change
imposes on our state and our environment.
I appreciate the Honourable Andrea Coote
congratulating the government in relation to mandatory
5-star energy standards for construction. We are very
proud that we are making sure that new homes will be
environmentally sustainable.
I am very proud of the record my home town of
Geelong has in environmental sustainability. We have a
very progressive council in the City of Greater
Geelong, and we have contributed significantly to the
great achievement of 53 per cent of waste across
Victoria now being recycled. In fact, the Minister for
Environment in the other place recently released the
league table of municipalities across the state and their
level of recycling and I was very proud to see that yet
again Geelong topped the state and is leading the way
in environmental sustainability by doing more recycling
than anywhere else in the state. Good on you, Geelong.
I am very proud of that achievement.

Earlier this year the Minister for Environment released
the Towards Zero Waste strategy. It aims to
dramatically reduce waste across our state. The
government was proud to give $29 million worth of
funding to support that strategy.
We are tackling the issue of plastic bags. The litter that
comes from plastic bag use is a serious issue
confronting all modern nations around the world. I was
very pleased to join the Minister for Environment in
Anglesea, which is not in my electorate but is very
close to it, when it declared itself to be Victoria’s first
plastic bag-free town last year. I am proud of the way
Victorians have taken up the challenge of reducing their
plastic bag use over the past few years. I am pleased to
see the number of men and women in my shopping
centre who have their green bags with them when they
are doing their shopping. I know it is something easy
which we can all do. People are very pleased to be able
to play their part.
Hon. W. R. Baxter — The take-up has been
excellent.
Ms CARBINES — It has, Mr Baxter, and I am sure
you use your green bags.
Hon. W. R. Baxter — I do indeed.
Ms CARBINES — Well done, that is very good.
Hon. E. G. Stoney — We have green bags.
Ms CARBINES — Well done, Mr Stoney — and I
am sure Mr Jennings has as well.
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It is essential that we all play our part. Everybody in
Victoria has a role to play in addressing the issue of
managing our state in an environmentally sustainable
way. We have an obligation to take seriously the issues
confronting our state and our environment in relation to
climate change.
I have listened to the contributions of members so far in
this debate and I am pleased that so many members are
taking this issue very seriously. We cannot afford not
to. We know that over the last eight years in Victoria
we have been experiencing the worst drought on
record. I remember when I was first appointed
Parliamentary Secretary for Environment and farmers
were telling me that it was the worst drought in living
memory. Then we were talking about it being the worst
drought in the last 100 years. Now we are talking about
it being the worst drought since white settlement of
Australia. We have an obligation to try to confront
some of those issues that climate change has brought to
our environment. One of the consequences of climate
change is the severe drought affecting south-eastern
Australia.
The CSIRO, our premier scientific research
organisation, advises us on pretty dire predictions about
the ravages of climate change. It is predicting some
8 per cent loss of average flows in our rivers by 2020,
and that is only 15 years away, and 20 per cent by
2050. We all have an obligation to do what we can to
ensure we address these issues in relation to climate
change.
In April this year Minister Thwaites launched the
Victorian framework for environmental sustainability.
It is a visionary framework. In it he outlined the key
challenges — the warts and all challenges — that are
confronting our state. We all have a role to play in
addressing those challenges. I know Victorians take
that seriously. It is incumbent on the government to
ensure that we encourage citizens in our state to take
that issue seriously. I know people want to find ways to
contribute to addressing the issue of climate change,
and we are making sure that people can. We are leading
the nation in that regard. In fact the other states are
coming to us and asking us how we do it, how we have
achieved so much engagement with our community. I
am very proud to be a member of a government that has
taken that so seriously. The creation of Sustainability
Victoria will accelerate the implementation of this
framework. I look forward to that. We have had a very
proud record with EcoRecycle, and I acknowledge the
important leadership that Ian Coles has shown there. I
have been to many EcoRecyle events and had many
briefings from Ian Coles, and I have been very
impressed with his work. I know he has been very
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pleased to see some of the key initiatives our
government has set in place in relation to recycling. The
government is also very proud of the record of
Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria over the years
since it was established. We are pleased to bring these
two authorities together because it is important that
environmental management and sustainability are not
seen in isolation. The two existing authorities
complement each other, so we are bringing them
together and expanding their roles.
Sustainability Victoria will bring together expertise and
knowledge from across the government on
environmental sustainability. I look forward to seeing
the new authority established and grow. I am also
looking forward to meeting with the new members of
Sustainability Victoria. I expect them to be leaders in
our state. I know that Mrs Coote was worried they
might just be faceless bureaucrats. I am sure that will
not be the case. They will be people who will be
actively engaging further with Victorians to ensure that
we all play our part, and they will lead us in relation to
sustainable management. Sustainability Victoria will
provide a one-stop-shop for environmental
sustainability to which everyone will have access.
It is important when we talk about addressing climate
change that we inherently make sure that we bring
about behavioural change. It is very important that we
do not just talk the talk but that we walk it as well. I am
sure that Sustainability Victoria will play a lead role in
that. I congratulate Minister Thwaites for his leadership
across so many areas in his portfolios of environment
and water. He has taken a great personal interest in the
establishment of environmental sustainability and has
shown great leadership in addressing the serious issue
of climate change and the ravages that will be brought
to Victoria.
Sitting suspended 1.04 p.m. until 2.05 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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Superannuation: state schemes
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — My
question is to the Minister for Finance, Mr Lenders. It
concerns the merger of the Emergency Services
Superannuation Scheme (ESSS) — which is a growing,
fully funded scheme run by a board representing the
needs of the emergency services personnel — with a
closed, contracting, underfunded government
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superannuation scheme. The net result will be to
dilute — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am having great
difficulty hearing the question and I am sure Hansard is
as well, so I ask honourable members to stop
interjecting and allow the Chair to hear Mr Strong’s
question.
Hon. C. A. STRONG — It will dilute the
emergency services representation on the combined
board and transfer responsibility for investment
strategies from that board to Treasury bureaucrats. This
is causing great concern amongst emergency services
employees. I ask the minister what sort of advice he
sought from the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services in the other place.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I welcome
Mr Strong’s question. While I had a bit of difficulty
hearing it because of the noise and because he did not
finish it, it was more impressive than the half-cooked,
half-baked, half-tolls response of his leader earlier
today. But leaving the half-cooked, half-baked,
half-tolls response from those opposite, I am happy at
any time to talk to Mr Strong about the emergency
services superannuation and general superannuation
scheme.
Hon. Bill Forwood — What do you know about it?
Mr LENDERS — I take up Mr Forwood’s
interjection of what I would know about it. I certainly
know that if you have wacky policies to cut
$500 million or $600 million of non-existent savings
out of the government, you will be cutting benefits and
services.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the Minister for
Finance to ignore interjections, which are
unparliamentary, and to respond to the question raised
by the Honourable Chris Strong.
Mr LENDERS — Thank you, President, I would be
delighted to do that. But I know that if it takes 335 days
to come up with such a half-cooked, half-baked,
half-tolls policy — —
Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, the issue of relevance comes up at the
moment. The minister has been asked a question about
superannuation.
Mr Somyurek interjected.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Somyurek! I ask
the minister to come back to the question asked by the
Honourable Chris Strong with respect to the merger of
the Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme and
the Government Superannuation Office — GSO, I
believe, but I did not quite hear either.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Strong made a series of
propositions in his question. A totally erroneous one
was that the changes being proposed would somehow
or other hand over to Treasury bureaucrats, as he says,
investment responsibility for the superannuation funds.
As he knows, that is quite a separate matter from any of
these proposed reforms. The Treasurer has made some
determinations on investment and prudential standards
that have nothing to do with the discussions with the
emergency services unions. I think Mr Strong has been
deliberately mischievous on this, but perhaps I should
not imply motives to him.
Secondly, I assume that the end of his question raised
issues about what conversation I may or may not have
had with the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services in the other place. I assure the house that we in
this government talk to each other. We canvass issues. I
will not go into cabinet deliberations, but it would not
take us 336 days to come up with something as
nonsensical as those opposite.
Our issue with superannuation remains that we wish to
guarantee the benefits individual workers get under
superannuation. Unlike the government that Mr Strong
was part of in 1992-93, which actually cut benefits
from members of superannuation schemes through a
combination of things — either closing off the schemes
or making a greater requirement contributions to some
members in some of the schemes — we are
guaranteeing members their superannuation
entitlements, which is the prudent and right thing to do.
Firstly, let us get that absolutely clear.
Secondly, this government does not shirk from trying to
find savings while protecting benefits of members and
delivering services. I make the point that if savings
were easy this government would have found them and
used them for service delivery in health, education,
police and public transport, as it consistently does. We
do them annually through a prudent budget process. I
take great pride as finance minister in being part of that
team. We do not go on talking about slashing the
Department of Premier and Cabinet or what we are go
to do to the Dame Elisabeth Murdoch hall, to Hamer
Hall, which Mrs Coote was talking about yesterday
with great joy, or to the police integrity office with their
savings — —
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Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, on the issue of relevance, the minister is
again straying a long way from the question asked by
Mr Strong.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I think the minister
was talking about savings and the merger of the
Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme and the
Government Superannuation Office, but he did go a
little far, so I ask him to come back to the question.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Strong asked a question
about why we were seeking to merge these two
superannuation bodies. The government will prudently
find savings in a way that does not slash services, and
in a way that maintains benefits and is prudent and
governs for the whole of the state. We are not after a
quick fix or a very slow 336 days to solve a political
problem. We are after good policy which looks after
workers prudentially. We are governing for the whole
state so that it is a better place to raise a family.
Supplementary question
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — My
question simply was whether the minister had consulted
with the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, a
question he did not answer. It would have been very
easy to answer if he had, because he could have just
said yes, so clearly he has not. I ask the minister
whether he will assure the house that he will not go
ahead with this merger unless he has the public
endorsement of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — It is
interesting that sometimes we do get light relief in this
place. I understand where Mr Strong is coming from.
Mr Strong is having a good political try on to do
something here, but after the length of time he has been
in this place surely he understands how cabinet
government works. While he is trying to put on a pretty
good impression that he does not, I do not believe that.
I believe Mr Strong really does know how it works and
that he is trying to be mischievous. This government is
a cohesive government that is governing for the whole
state and is finding ways for administrative savings
while protecting the rights and benefits of workers,
which it will continue to do and enhance them as it did
with its last superannuation reforms. We do this by
consultation that takes us less than 336 days to do it and
the solutions we come up with are not half-cooked,
half-baked or half-tolled.
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Local government: regional mayors summit
Hon. R. G. MITCHELL (Central Highlands) —
My question is directed to the Minister for Local
Government. Will the minister inform the house of
initiatives the Bracks government is taking to continue
the partnership with local councils and build a
prosperous and sustainable state, especially in
provincial Victoria?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
thank the member for his question and his commitment
to provincial Victoria, unlike those opposite who were
intent on slashing funding programs that provide
assistance to provincial Victoria, especially through the
Department of Industry and Regional Development. I
was very pleased earlier this week to join my
colleagues in the other place the Minister for Education
Services, the Minister for Agriculture, the member for
Ripon, the Treasurer and the Premier for the regional
mayors summit in Bendigo. The Premier welcomed the
mayors of each of Victoria’s 48 regional councils to the
summit, which discussed vital issues affecting the
1.3 million Victorians who live outside metropolitan
Melbourne.
The provincial Victoria mayors summit is an important
part of community consultation, something the
opposition does not understand, in the lead-up to the
release of the government’s provincial Victoria
statement later this year. The statement will detail plans
to continue the strong growth in jobs, population and
investment in provincial Victoria. Mayors representing
every Victorian region raised important issues about
how in the future local and state governments should
deal with population growth, skills shortages,
infrastructure gaps and the development of sustainable
industries and how governments at all levels, including
the federal government, can become more responsive.
The government’s provincial Victoria statement will
offer practical solutions and actions to meet the
challenges over the next 5 to 10 years. The statement
will be about supporting local initiatives to attract
individuals, families and businesses to live, work and
invest in regional areas by backing skills, attracting new
investment and managing growth.
The provincial mayors summit is a very important
forum. It is about sharing ideas and experiences to
develop solutions to the issues we face in attracting
more people to live, work and invest in provincial
Victoria. We understand that developing solutions is
putting a lot of pressure on the opposition today
because of its irresponsible promise to remove tolls, a
promise that it cannot deliver.
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Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, firstly, on the issue of relevance, and
secondly, under standing order 6.02 of debating the
question, our policy on Scoresby has nothing — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the member to sit
down. In answering a question without notice a
minister’s comments should not overtly — it is open to
interpretation as to whether one is doing that — criticise
the opposition and should remain within the bounds of
the portfolio responsibility of the minister. With respect
to the point of order and no other comments the
member made, I ask the minister to come back to the
question before the house.
Ms BROAD — The Bracks government is
committed to working in partnership with councils,
businesses, individuals, families and communities so
that it can help unlock the ideas and the talents that it
believes are out there to build a more prosperous and
sustainable Victoria. The opposition might be very
sensitive about its half-baked, half-tolls policy today,
but the fact is that to pay for it is going — —
Honourable members interjecting
Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, I refer you to standing order 6.02, which the
minister has again breached.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The point of order
raised by the member related to standing order 6.02,
which says:
In answering any such question, the minister will not debate
the matter to which it refers.

That also applies to the raising of points of order. I ask
the minister to come back to answering the question
before the house.
Ms BROAD — The Bracks government has
listened very carefully to the ideas and proposals which
mayors and chief executive officers put forward at the
summit at Bendigo earlier this week. We will act on
those ideas. It will ensure that the government’s
provincial statement later this year will be an excellent
statement which will further support businesses and
families in provincial Victoria to make provincial
venture Victoria more prosperous and sustainable.

Local government: intergovernmental
agreement
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I direct my
question without notice to the Minister for Local
Government, Ms Broad. Victoria, along with all state

937

and territory governments, has committed to an
intergovernmental agreement to curb the unnecessary
amount of cost shifting onto local government. What
progress to date has the working group made in the
agreement’s development?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
welcome the question from the opposition
spokesperson for local government about the very
important matter of an intergovernmental agreement
involving federal, state and local governments across
Australia. This is a matter in which the Victorian
government has been taking a lead role. Officers from
my department are contributing a great deal of work in
developing this intergovernmental agreement. A draft
was presented to the recent meeting in Melbourne of
local government and planning ministers, which I had
the pleasure of chairing, and all ministers have agreed
that we will meet again early next year, sadly not in
Melbourne, for further discussions about that
intergovernmental agreement. The aim is, if it is
humanly possible, to reach agreement around a final
intergovernmental agreement at a meeting of ministers
early next year.
It is also the case that perhaps one of the most difficult
questions to be resolved in establishing this
intergovernmental agreement is the question of the
financing of local government. I am sure members on
both sides of the house will be well aware that financial
assistance grants to local government are the
responsibility of the commonwealth government. It is
also the case that over a long period of time now those
grants to local government have diminished in
quantum, and have certainly diminished substantially as
a proportion of commonwealth revenues. This is a very
serious matter, particularly for smaller rural shires and
councils that rely on those financial assistance grants
which are funded by the federal government and which
the Victoria Grants Commission has the responsibility
for distributing in Victoria. It does that job very well
and does its utmost to ensure fairness in the distribution
of those funds.
But no amount of work or attention to fairness will
overcome the fundamental hurdle, which is that these
grants are simply no longer sufficient to ensure
financial sustainability for councils and shires,
particularly in provincial Victoria. This is a very
important issue. It is one that the state and territory
governments and the Australian Local Government
Association, with the support of the Municipal
Association of Victoria, have put fairly and squarely on
the agenda as something which has to be addressed. It
is something which sadly to date the federal ministers,
because we have had a succession of them in recent
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times, have failed to this stage to make any
commitment to address. I am pleased to say that in
relation to many other aspects of the proposed
intergovernmental agreement, which is strongly
supported in principle by the Bracks government, we
have made significant progress, and I am hopeful that it
will be possible to resolve that issue at a meeting of
ministers early next year.
Supplementary question
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — It has been
estimated that cost shifting is costing local government
around $1 billion a year, a significant burden that local
government would like to put a stop to. Will the
minister guarantee that the Bracks government will also
sign up to reduce its cost shifting to local government,
which the Municipal Association of Victoria estimates
at $60 million per annum?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
advise the member opposite that when he is throwing
around numbers he would do well to do his homework.
The estimate he quoted is an estimate that was
produced as background work which contributed to the
Hawker report, which was based on an estimate of cost
savings associated with the abolition of state and
territory governments. So far as I know that is not the
policy of the opposition. If it is will he please tell us,
because I would be delighted if that were the policy of
the opposition. That number is nonsense. I can assure
the member that the main concern of local government
is what the federal government is going to do about
addressing financial assistance grants and increasing
them to ensure financial sustainability for local
government.

Housing: affordability
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — My question is
addressed to the Minister for Housing. Can the minister
inform the house how the Bracks government is
building a more prosperous and sustainable Victoria,
including working to ensure families have more access
to affordable housing?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing) — I thank the
member for his question and for his very active support
for increasing affordable housing. The Bracks
government believes every Victorian deserves access to
a decent home, and wherever possible the opportunity
to buy one and attain the great Australian dream. That
is why our plan to address disadvantage through A
Fairer Victoria, something the opposition tolls policy
would destroy by eliminating the Department for
Victorian Communities — —
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Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, on the issue of relevance, I ask you to
instruct the minister to again answer the question put to
her and not to stray into areas outside her portfolio
responsibility.
Mr Viney — On the point of order, President, the
question to the minister was in relation to the
maintenance of a prosperous and sustainable Victoria,
and I put to you that it is reasonable, in the context of an
answer to that question, for the minister to consider the
impact of potential cuts in her portfolio area, and it
would be reasonable to allow her to at least make some
reference to those matters.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister made
reference to a prosperous and sustainable Victoria,
including access to affordable housing. The minister
can make a passing comment about the preamble to the
question but should come back to her portfolio
responsibilities regarding affordable housing. The
minister has 4 minutes to answer the question. She is
not even 40 seconds into her answer, so she can make a
comment about the preamble and then get to the
substance of the question within her portfolio area,
namely affordable housing.
Ms BROAD — The government’s plan to address
disadvantage in Victoria, A Fairer Victoria, has a range
of practical initiatives to improve access to both social
housing and opportunities for young people, as well as
people on low incomes, to purchase a home.
The sensitivity the opposition is displaying gives us
some sense of the hopelessness of the policy it
announced today.
One of the government’s important initiatives is
VicUrban’s establishment of the One in Ten affordable
housing initiative to form new industry partnerships
with quality builders to deliver 100 competitively
priced affordable homes on VicUrban land. Ten of
these house and land packages will be offered to
eligible means-tested buyers who will then purchase
75 per cent of the market value of the home. Through
an ongoing mortgage, 25 per cent of the market value
of the house and land price will be retained by
VicUrban and the builder for investment in future
affordable housing initiatives. The owner of the
property will have the option of buying into the retained
interest at market value.
Initially the One in Ten program focuses on creating
affordable home packages with builders. However,
with recent changes in the market VicUrban has
recognised the opportunity to broaden the program to
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include leading financiers and builder-bank consortia. I
am informed that VicUrban has already been
approached by a number of banks and financial
institutions that are very keen to develop new and
affordable packages as part of this important scheme.
That is very good news indeed.
The One in Ten program will be piloted over a 6 to
12 month period in VicUrban communities in Point
Cook, Burnside, Sunbury, Greensborough and Epping.
The Bracks government fully supports this initiative by
VicUrban to create innovative packages that will help
more families reach their goal of home ownership. We
have a generally stable economy and healthy property
market. However, the government believes that
programs such as One in Ten will further expand the
market by attracting those households which would
otherwise have given up on the dream of affording their
own home. This will also provide builders with access
to a home market segment that would not currently be
able to enter the market, creating additional sales
opportunities and therefore additional prosperity.
The government believes that the VicUrban One in Ten
initiative will help more Victorian families reach their
goal of home ownership and build a more prosperous
and sustainable Victoria, unlike the half-baked tolls
policy the opposition released today.

Hazardous waste: Nowingi
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — My
question without notice is directed to the Minister for
Major Projects. By the minister’s answers last week
during question time on his proposal to place a toxic
dump in the Mallee, he has committed the government
and therefore the Mallee community to a tortuous and
expensive environment effects statement panel process.
My question is: will the government compensate the
Mallee community for costs incurred for defending
itself against the loss of 232 jobs and $40 million a year
in agriculture and tourism?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Major Projects) —
How the leopard does not change its spots! Clearly
Mr Bishop hankers for the day when there were no
environment effects statement (EES) processes. I will
concede to Mr Bishop the EES process is slow and
unpleasant for those involved. But I say clearly to
Mr Bishop that any sound decision making that is not
based on an EES process is a bad one. I would invite
Mr Bishop to reflect back to his days as part of the
Kennett government when it rammed through processes
for open landfill and untreated waste in Werribee and
other places. He should reflect on what sort of Victoria
he wants.
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This government wants informed decision making. We
have informed decision making through the EES
process, which means we have 19 reports, including
reports sought by the Sunraysia community. Seeking
reports, understandably and correctly, by the
community has meant this process has gone on longer. I
would say to the house and to Mr Bishop that if a
community has legitimate concerns and wants scientific
testing of those issues to be made available to the public
and to the government before it makes a decision, I
would much rather err on that side any day. The
Kennett government approach was crash through crash
and making decisions without taking communities into
account.
I know the coalition is over until The Nationals can get
their hands on the Treasury benches again by being part
of it, but hopefully its processes would take less than
336 days as well. This government is committed to
engaging the Sunraysia community and to
environmental effects statements, because that is the
best way to make decisions so communities can be
informed. I am disappointed if Mr Bishop finds this
tortuous; I can understand that. However, we have a
choice between making decisions based on the whim of
Melbourne bureaucrats and policy-makers or upon
canvassing a community, getting expert opinion and
checking, as in the case of Sunraysia with the McKinna
report where people from Sunraysia asked this
government to see what the effect on trade would be if
we did this.
If you have a choice between a process that includes the
community, gets scientific information before a
decision is made, or the crash-through-crash approach
of the Kennett government, I prefer the EES process
any time. It is a better way to govern and have a decent
state, which are very important things to the Bracks
government.
Supplementary question
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — I thought
my question to the minister was quite clear. I put it as
clearly as I could. The question was: will the
government compensate the Mallee community for
costs incurred in defending itself against the loss of
232 jobs and $40 million a year in agriculture and
tourism? I again ask the minister that question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I rule the
supplementary question out of order because members
cannot ask the same question twice.
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Melbourne showgrounds: redevelopment
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN (Melbourne West) — My
question is to the Minister for Major Projects. The
Melbourne show commences today. Will the minister
inform the house of how the Bracks government is
building a prosperous and sustainable Victoria, and in
particular advise on the progress made on the
redevelopment of the Melbourne showgrounds and the
benefits of that to the showgrounds users now and into
the future?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Major Projects) — I
thank Mr Nguyen for his question and his interest in the
Melbourne show, which is a great icon for metropolitan
Victorians like Mr Nguyen and country Victorians —
in fact for all Victorians. The Melbourne show brings
the country to the city. It is a great cultural and
economic event, and the government takes enormous
pride in its partnership with the Royal Agricultural
Society for this event.
There are a number of things about the show that I
should talk about. We all know of some of the great
things we can do at the show, but we only need to
reflect that through the mean, lean and efficient use of
resources in partnership with the private sector the
Bracks government has been redeveloping the
showground into the best state-of-the-art venue that
Victoria could have. We are carrying out our
commitment to do that, and we will not be deterred by
people trying to siphon off that money for other
processes, as the opposition seems to want to do. We
also need to stand up to the nay-saying, the talking
down of Victoria and the whingeing from the shadow
Minister for Major Projects in another place, Ms Louise
Asher. She has been trying to talk down the show for
some time. I would like to take this opportunity — and
I note, President, that Mr Forwood has not leapt to
Ms Asher’s defence — —
Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, the minister knows that if he wishes to
criticise Ms Asher he needs to do it by way of a
substantive motion, and I invite him, through you,
President, to return to answering the question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is a frivolous point
of order. I do not uphold it, and I ask the minister to
continue with his answer.
Mr LENDERS — I will be delicate in how I refer
to those who criticise the Melbourne show, but the
proof of the pudding is in the eating. Despite what is
said by those who criticise the redevelopment of the
showgrounds, we now see a great show going ahead
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during that redevelopment. Buildings that have been
completed to date include the refurbished agricultural
hall, the renovated royal block, a brand new woodchop
pavilion and wood store in a brand new location, and an
extended show bags pavilion. This redevelopment by
the government is going on in partnership with the
Royal Agricultural Society while the show goes on.
Those who have not been to the show — and I know
Mr Nguyen has and is a keen follower of the show —
will not have seen some of the spectacles that are on
currently, including the Rocket Man and the Human
Cannon Ball. The latter is not a ride for the average
Victorian, but I suggest the Leader of the Opposition in
the other place has had a bit of a ride as a human
cannonball, and it has been a slow one. He has endured
a fair bit, and I will not comment further on that. There
is also Australia’s biggest dodgem track, which
probably reflects the Liberal Party’s policy
development — taking 336 days to get round the
dodgem track. We also have the Grand Slide, which is a
bit like the leadership of the Leader of the Opposition in
the other place at the moment — and the Hard Rock,
the Hangover and the Claw. All these rides are in place
to entertain children and adults alike, much as we on
this side have been entertained in the last 336 days.
I must mention the show favourites. They include
animals — no comment — the Super Carnival, the
woodchopping, various competitions, show bags and
great food. I am confident that the Country Women’s
Association will have its usual great food stall, of which
I am a great fan. The food will not be half-baked, it will
be very well cooked. The CWA knows about these
things and does not take 336 days to come up with a
recipe.
The main thing about the show is that visitors will have
the chance to learn how to feed a pet and see a lot of
things going on. I grew up on a dairy farm, but the
show is the first exposure to animals for some people in
the metropolitan area. The admission price has been
kept the same for three years running. Every Victorian
can enjoy the show. Some members who go there will
learn political lessons as they observe the animals and
some of the activities at the show, but we can all go and
enjoy it. Most importantly the Bracks government is
delivering a great infrastructure resource for all
Victorians. We are not slashing and burning, we are
building and growing a great Victoria.

WorkCover: policy excess
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for
WorkCover and the TAC. I refer to a letter from
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lawyers Cornwall Stodart of William Street dated
31 August 2005 and addressed to Stefan and Lisa
Krupjak concerning their case with WorkCover. The
second paragraph says:
The policy carries an excess of $300. Please arrange for
payment of the excess within fourteen (14) days.

Given the minister’s commitments to the Krupjaks, will
he ensure that the Victorian WorkCover Authority will
pay the excess?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — I take Mr Forwood’s question in good faith.
He and Mr Hall have raised the issue of the Krupjak
family in this place on a number of occasions. I think
what motivates them is the welfare of that family. I
think what also motivates them, and in particular what
motivates the members for Morwell and Narracan in
the other place, Mr Jenkins and Mr Maxfield, is how
the lessons from this family’s duress can be used as a
guide so that this does not happen again and we get an
effective policy. I acknowledge the concerns about this
matter, but having said that I am very loath to dwell
longer on this in the interests of the Krupjak family. We
do not want to add to their distress after what has
already been a very distressing time. I would remind
Mr Forwood and the house that I have given a
commitment in this place that the Krupjak family will
not be asked to meet the costs that are there, and I
understand they have a letter from the Victorian
WorkCover Authority (VWA) assuring them of that.
If there is any glitch or anything that needs to be
remedied, I and the chief executive officer of the
Victorian WorkCover Authority will deal with it. Again
I say that the state has learnt valuable lessons from this
as to how we should be working with people. Those
lessons have been taken on board and will continue to
be applied, but I am very reluctant to take this much
further in deference to the family, who have already
gone through a pretty gruelling public ordeal as part of
a public policy debate, although this is a far more
human issue. I can assure Mr Forwood that the VWA
will do what is necessary to treat this family with
respect. It is nobody’s intention to put this family
through any further ordeal.
Supplementary question
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I
appreciate the answer. I spoke to Mrs Krupjak and
GIO, and Cornwall Stodart is insisting that they pay the
$300, so I am very pleased that the Victorian
WorkCover Authority will fix it. The final paragraph of
this letter says:
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As discussed on 25 August 2005 it is important that you not
discuss the matter further with the VWA nor have any contact
with the media. GIO is, of course, sympathetic to your
situation … However, GIO is bound by the present law under
which you do have a responsibility for carers that attend your
home and will be held liable for any damage caused by your
dog. It is in your own interests that you not pursue these
matters until after the claim is resolved as you could be in
breach of your policy.

Does the VWA condone that sort of letter being written
to people in the circumstances of the Krupjaks?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — I think I have answered Mr Forwood’s
question, but I reiterate that the chief executive officer
of the Victorian WorkCover Authority has personally
contacted this family and said he will do whatever he
needs to do to fix the situation for them. I think that
answers the question. I am sure that answers
Mr Forwood’s question.

Aboriginals: Birrarung Marr arts project
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — My question is to
the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, Mr Jennings. Can
the minister inform the house of the progress of the
Bracks government’s Common Ground — A
Commemorative Place project, which is being
undertaken in partnership with the Melbourne City
Council?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs) — I am grateful for the opportunity to answer
Ms Romanes’s question because I know that she has a
longstanding commitment to indigenous people
throughout the state of Victoria, and indeed the nation,
and an outstanding record of constructive working
relationships with local government in Victoria. The
project that she has asked about clearly demonstrates
the great potential of the partnerships that have been
created between the Victorian government, the
Melbourne City Council and Aboriginal communities
throughout Victoria to create a public art space that will
have pride of place in Birrarung Marr in the years to
come. We would anticipate that the thousands of people
who go through that precinct into the future,
particularly those who arrive for the Commonwealth
Games, will be exposed to Aboriginal art and
Aboriginal cultural heritage and come to know in a
more meaningful way the important stories that are
associated with the Aboriginal history of this place now
known as Melbourne. That is a very important
endeavour in its own right.
I am very pleased to say that the Lord Mayor of
Melbourne joined with me recently in announcing the
new proposal, Common Ground, and to congratulate
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and give encouragement to the artists involved in this
important project — Aboriginal artists Vicki Couzens,
Lee Darroch and Treahna Hamm, who will bring
together expertise of great artistic merit and great
contribution, understanding and sympathy with the
cultural heritage of this place. The feature of this space
will be performance areas, a gathering place and
interactive storytelling modules. A striking feature will
be two entwined eels, which will be put into the
pavement, very substantive eels that they may be. In
fact they have drawn some commentary in the media
because they are 30-tonne eels that will be created out
of 466 steel tiles and then put in place. That will be a
very solid embodiment of very important totems within
the Aboriginal community in Victoria. The space will
be marked out with two significant message sticks
which will represent the messages and totems of the
Wurundjeri people and Boonerwrung people, which are
two very important tribes in the Melbourne
metropolitan area.

revelations last week that three Sudanese families
working in the area were forced to cram into one home
in Colac, with a further family kept in Melbourne due
to no public housing being available. What has the
minister done to relieve this shameful, chronic public
housing shortage?

We will develop a great space in the 180 days between
now and the Commonwealth Games. It is quite
extraordinary what you can do in 180 days. You can do
something that has lasting benefit to the value of our
community and in fact demonstrate a great sensitivity
and appreciation of what makes this a state. It is the
hallmark of a lot of the work that is done by the
Department for Victorian Communities. The
department brings together communities in Victoria; it
provides opportunities for participation, cultural and
artistic, and community-based endeavour; and it
encourages people to reach their potential. It will
nurture greater capacity now and in the years to come.

We recognised in the policy we were elected on in 1999
and again in 2002 that there was a need in Victoria to
increase the supply of affordable housing because of
the neglect under the former Kennett government and
because of the reduction in funding by the current
federal Liberal government. The fact of the matter is
that there would be 5000 Victorian families in homes in
public housing today if it were not for the cuts by the
current Howard federal government.

It would take an extremely heavy toll on our
community if we were to lose the Department for
Victorian Communities. It would take an extremely
heavy toll on the potential that we could reach within
our community if the Department for Victorian
Communities was undermined and if it inappropriately
disappeared from the landscape of the departments,
portfolios and responsibilities of the Victorian
government. The Victorian community will not
swallow a half-baked proposal which will see the
demise of the Department for Victorian Communities.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.

Housing: affordability
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — My question
without notice is to the Minister for Housing,
Ms Broad. I refer to the government’s proclaimed
support for migrants to move to regional Victoria and

Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing) — I welcome
the member’s question in which amongst other things
he asked what the Victorian Bracks government has
done about increasing the supply of affordable housing
in Victoria and in particular public housing. Perhaps the
member has not kept up with the many statements I
have made in this house, at public events and on visits
both to metropolitan Melbourne and regional and rural
Victoria where I have opened new homes for
Victorians who need access to affordable housing. The
Bracks government is proud of the very substantial
investment it has made in public housing and social
housing since it came to office.

In relation to the very important matter of population
growth in provincial Victoria and the need to attract
migrants, particularly skilled migrants, to take up job
opportunities and to continue to drive that population
growth, which is a very important factor in driving
economic growth in provincial Victoria, this
government has recognised the need for more
affordable housing. I am very pleased that the very first
new housing association under a new policy brought in
by the Bracks government was a housing association in
provincial Victoria, Loddon Mallee Housing Services
Ltd, which is being funded by the Bracks government
to increase the supply of affordable housing throughout
provincial Victoria. That housing is going ahead and
new homes through that program will be available by
the end of this year.
In relation to the Sudanese community, I am pleased to
say that I met with a number of members of the
Sudanese community at a recent community cabinet
meeting, which included meetings and deputations in
Colac as part of cabinet’s very important listening
program — something which the former Kennett
government certainly never took the time to do. I am
pleased that the Colac-Otway Shire Council is taking

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Thursday, 15 September 2005

COUNCIL

this issue seriously and is very interested in taking up
the new opportunities that exist through the Bracks
government’s affordable housing policies, particularly
housing associations, to further expand the supply of
affordable housing, including in regional Victoria.
Supplementary question
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — Earlier this
afternoon the minister indicated her interest and
commitment to regional Victoria, and her knowledge of
the chronic shortage of public housing in regional
Victoria. How does this terrible situation in Colac —
and I repeat ‘in Colac’ — fit with the government’s
propaganda mantra of regional Victoria — not
provincial but regional Victoria — being a great place
to live, work and raise a family?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing) — I am pleased
to hear the opposition repeating the very important
messages which the Bracks government uses to
repeatedly explain its policies to all Victorians. It is
extraordinary that the opposition, on a day when it has
announced a policy which is going to slash and
burn — —
Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, on the issue of debating and relevance.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the minister to
come back and not debate her answer but give the
answer to the house on the question raised by the
honourable member about the government’s mantra.
Ms BROAD — It is very pleasing to hear the
opposition also delivering the Bracks government’s
mantra about its commitment to Victorian families to
provide more affordable housing for Victorian families,
including in provincial Victoria, in contrast to the
decimation which would be visited on provincial
Victoria when the opposition is finished with paying for
its half-baked, half-tolls policy.

Consumer affairs: contract terms
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — My question is to the
Minister for Consumer Affairs. The minister has
previously advised the house of how the Bracks
government is leading the way in protecting Victorian
families from unfair terms in consumer contracts.
Could the minister inform the house if there have been
developments in other industry sectors that ensure
Victorians get a fair go with the contracts they sign?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I thank the honourable member for his
question, because I know that he is interested in
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contractual arrangements that consumers enter into, and
that they do so knowing that the contracts are fairly
structured.
Victoria certainly leads the way in consumer protection.
We are the only jurisdiction, state or federal, that has
laws protecting consumers from unfair contract terms. I
have previously advised the house that, because of
these laws, the Bracks government has secured a
number of changes to hire-car contracts that will ensure
Victorian families get a fairer go when hiring a car or
motor home.
A Ministerial Council on Consumer Affairs was held
on 2 September. At that meeting they noted the
significant benefits that consumers in Australia were
obtaining from the ongoing implementation of
Victoria’s unfair contract terms legislation. That is not
just Victorian consumers; that is Australian consumers,
and is based on the work that is being done in Victoria
to secure better contract terms for Victorians.
One sector where this is highlighted is the mobile
phone industry. Mobile phone contracts have
traditionally been notoriously difficult to understand
and have contained numerous terms that have been
unfair to consumers. Consumer Affairs Victoria has
been in discussions with mobile phone companies to
make sure that changes are made to their mobile phone
contracts to remove those clauses which are inherently
unfair.
I am pleased to inform the house that the government,
through Consumer Affairs Victoria, has been able to
secure a number of important changes that will benefit
all Victorians; and not just Victorians, but all
Australians — for example, one mobile phone contract
had a very broad term providing that the company may
change its terms without the agreement of the actual
consumer. The clause actually read:
May change [our terms] without your agreement.

The contractual term allowed the company to change
terms of the contract at will — never mind if there was
an increase in price or change in the service delivery,
and never mind that the consumer had already signed
up and committed themselves to a set deal. This clause
now reads:
We cannot change the monthly access fee, minimum monthly
fee or any early termination fee that applies to your service
during the term of your fixed length contract without your
consent.

That is a much better deal for consumers, and I am
pleased to say that that has been able to be negotiated.
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Another contractual term limited the consumer’s right
to dispute a phone bill, if they thought they had been
wrongly charged, by limiting the amount of time they
had to dispute the bill they had received. This clause
has also been changed to the benefit of the consumer.
I want to take the opportunity to thank the
telecommunications companies that have been prepared
to work cooperatively with Consumer Affairs to change
those contracts. We will continue to work to ensure that
Victoria is a great place to live and raise a family.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 1724,
1726, 1865, 2104, 2107, 2108, 2112, 2116, 2329, 2335,
2344, 2346, 2348, 2563, 2565, 2566, 2568, 2569, 2574,
2576, 2578, 2790, 2791, 2793–95, 2798–2801, 2803,
2809, 2811, 2813, 3000, 3006, 3009, 3024, 3028, 3031,
3033, 3036, 3042, 3044, 3046, 3243, 3247, 3257, 3258,
3262, 3269, 3270, 3604, 3768–84, 3807–36, 3842–60,
3871–73, 4006, 4132, 4134, 4138, 4227–69, 4301–11,
4322–24, 4353, 4567–78, 4603, 4621, 4640, 4649,
4653, 4832, 4866, 4934, 4948, 4995–97, 5001, 5002,
5004, 5005, 5008–10, 5012–16, 5018, 5247, 5276–79,
5282, 5284.

SUSTAINABILITY VICTORIA BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — At the
outset let me say that this is a touch difficult because I
was not here for any of the debate before lunch, so I am
operating in somewhat of a vacuum. I am sure that on
this side of the house the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition and lead speaker for the Liberal Party
indicated our support for the legislation before the
house. I am happy to do so as well.
I am speaking particularly because an area of particular
interest to me and my portfolio responsibilities, being
Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria, is wrapped up
in Sustainability Victoria. Obviously we have no
difficulty with the fact that the government has made a
policy decision to bring together EcoRecycle Victoria
and Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria and the
water and waste functions. We think this is sensible and
that the structure that has been approached is logical,
and we are happy to support it.
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I am a little bit concerned, though, about Sustainable
Energy Authority Victoria losing its own focus. I
understand that the government has made some
commitments that that will not happen, and I note that,
according to the bill, one of the seven to nine members
of the authority is to be nominated by the minister
administering the Electricity Industry Act. Let us face
it, there will be somebody with an electricity
background on the new Sustainability Victoria board.
The old organisation, Sustainable Energy Authority
Victoria, had joint responsibilities to environment and
to energy, and that never sits particularly well; I do not
think that having joint responsibilities ever works
particularly well. Of course, I was interested in it from
the energy side but my understanding is that, as much
as a lot of good stuff was done from the energy side,
there was considerable meddling from the environment
side. I think the balance was not quite there sometimes.
This government is known to have a triple bottom line
policy of economic, environmental and social concerns
for each of its pieces of legislation and the conduct of
its departments. It has been put to me recently that only
one department in this government does not subscribe
to the triple bottom line.
Hon. D. K. Drum — Which is that?
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — The Department of
Sustainability and Environment. Why would that be? It
is because it has only one bottom line, and that is the
environment.
Hon. D. K. Drum — The finance?
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — It is not concerned
about any other matters.
Hon. D. K. Drum — Social?
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — It is not concerned
about social matters, Mr Drum. We have this odd
department headed by the Deputy Premier — better not
go too far down that route, either — which I think has
lost its focus. What is of some concern to me, even
though, as I said, the Liberal Party supports the
legislation before the house, is the fact that the good
work the Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria was
doing, particularly in its programs with business to
reduce the amount of electricity being used by business
in particular cases, will be lost because of an enhanced
focus by the odd Department of Sustainability and
Environment, headed, as I said, by the Deputy Premier.
Some things about the Sustainable Energy Authority
Victoria were of a little bit of concern. For example, the
5-star homes program is not well thought out. It is
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meant to be part of a national program. My
understanding is it has added considerably to the cost of
building a house. Not only that but it does not include
some really obvious things — for example, you do not
get points for using mud brick and surely you should. A
number of people — not just builders but also
environmentalists — have told me that the points
system used for the 5-star homes ratings is not well
developed and, in fact, leads to perverse and pernicious
outcomes. This is an issue that one would hope would
be addressed in the interests of all Victorians. I hope the
new authority addresses this. One of the problems this
government often finds itself in is it goes down a
particular route and gets so locked into what it is doing
that it is not prepared to take a half step back and ask
whether it is actually achieving the outcome originally
intended. I am pretty sure that I can provide
considerable evidence to say that the 5-star homes
policy is not doing the things it ought really do.
We are pleased with the legislation before the house.
We think it is sensible to amalgamate EcoRecycle
Victoria, the water and the Sustainable Energy
Authority Victoria. However, the detail of a bill always
causes concern. This bill provides that the minister may
give written directions to Sustainability Victoria and it
must comply with those written directions. However,
nowhere does it say that those written directions should
be made public or be published in the annual report. I
hope when the Minister for Local Government sums up
the debate or further comments on it she will tell us
whether the intention is that ministerial directions given
to Sustainability Victoria will be made public. I think
that is a most important issue. It would not be good, in
the interests of transparency, if ministers could issue
instructions that were not widely known to the general
public.
That said, I look forward with interest to studying the
future of Sustainability Victoria. All Victorians are well
aware of the importance of living sustainably and the
need to protect the scarce resources of the state, the
country and the world. However, there are obvious
differences between the government and the opposition
on some matters and how some things are done. Labor
wishes to sign the Kyoto protocol even though it has
been demonstrated comprehensively that it does not
work. I invite honourable members to read today’s
Sydney Morning Herald or even the New Zealand
newspapers of a month ago which talk about the costs
to those governments of half-baked environmental
emissions trading schemes.
Hon. J. H. Eren — Like your Scoresby policy.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Oh dear, oh dear.
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Hon. J. H. Eren — You said half-baked.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — One thing is for sure:
if we do not get Kyoto off the agenda and a proper
environmental system in place for limited greenhouse
gases, we will all be half-baked. However, the problem
is this government often goes for spin and rhetoric and
no substance. If you look at the deed for Hazelwood,
which came out last week, it trumpets the fact that it is
going to save 34 million tonnes of CO2 while pumping
out over 445 million tonnes — not a very big saving I
might point out — and it talks about whether
Hazelwood will get credits when the government brings
in its own form of emissions trading scheme. That
seems to me to be a very odd thing to put in the deed if
you do not intend to do it. I think we will await with
real interest what will happen there.
We have a water crisis. We have a climate crisis. We
have a land crisis. We have a waste crisis. We need
more than just the creation of Sustainability Victoria as
an authority. We need some leadership, we need some
intelligence, we need some funds. We need, dare I say
it, a vision, but when the government is blind, vision is
very hard. This is a small bill. We support it. We look
forward to its speedy passage. I look forward, as I said,
to following its progress in the years ahead.
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — I am also
pleased to make a contribution today to the
Sustainability Victoria Bill. Given the exigencies of
time, I intend to be brief in my comments. As the bill is
supported by both the opposition and The Nationals, I
feel I do not have to go into too much of the detail.
Essentially the bill establishes Sustainability Victoria,
which will combine the functions currently undertaken
by the Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria and
EcoRecycle Victoria. The role of sustaining water
resources as they apply to households and businesses
will be added to the new authority’s responsibilities.
I think the background to this bill is a realisation that in
relation to the environment we require a holistic rather
than a compartmentalised approach. One of the
objectives of Sustainability Victoria is to combine
knowledge and expertise across all levels of
government as they apply to environmental
sustainability. As has been referred to by previous
speakers, all members of our society now realise that
the environment is important. I recall some survey
results which indicate that when Victorians are asked
what is the more important issue facing them, they
mention water as being very much at the top of those
issues. One of the purposes of Sustainability Victoria is
to make it easy for all Victorians, whether in commerce
or their personal and private lives, to obtain readily
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accessible advice and assistance in relation to
environmental issues — a one-stop shop if you like.
In April 2005 the government established its
environmental sustainability framework in a document
entitled Our Environment Our Future. It is envisaged
that Sustainability Victoria will activate one of the key
objectives of that framework by ensuring that people
are made aware that sustainability should be a part of
everything we do. If I could just give one example of
how it is proposed that Sustainability Victoria will
work, in relation to water its functions will focus
around the provision of information and advice on
issues relating to environmental sustainability;
encouraging and promoting the development and use of
environmentally sustainable practices; facilitating the
uptake of new industries and technologies which
market and promote good practice in environmental
sustainability; developing and implementing
community education and awareness strategies; and
providing advice to the minister on issues which relate
to environmental sustainability.
I would also like to compliment the two antecedent
organisations, EcoRecycle and Sustainable Energy
Authority Victoria, on the tremendous work they have
done in previous years. Some of the results they
achieved were very impressive. In 1993–94, 23 per cent
of our waste was recovered for recycling, and in
2003–04 this had increased to 53 per cent. Victoria is
the best newspaper recycler in the world. Ninety-five
per cent of Victorian households have access to
kerbside recycling, and 61 per cent of commercial
industrial waste and 60 per cent of construction and
demolition waste were diverted from landfill in
2003–04. On the education front, over 1000 teachers in
860 schools have been trained in the Waste Wise
program. Some schools have reported waste reductions
of up to 95 per cent. These antecedent organisations
have done a tremendous job. I believe it should be
noted there will be no redundancies from the merger of
the existing authorities — or no forced redundancies. A
traditionalist board has been established, which I
believe the minister wishes to appoint in the next few
days. When Sustainability Victoria comes into
existence it will have a board of between seven and
nine people, ensuring that the members of the board
will have the skills, experience and knowledge to cover
all or the majority of the relevant areas, such as local
government, the environment, industry, marketing,
change management, business management, education,
behavioural change, energy and resources and regional
and rural affairs.
I will briefly refer to a report of the Environment and
Natural Resources Committee, of which I am a

Thursday, 15 September 2005

member, which was tabled during the last couple of
months. The report was into sustainable communities. I,
along with my upper house colleagues the Honourables
Damian Drum, Andrea Coote and Wendy Lovell were
involved in a very interesting inquiry in relation to the
development of practical and low-cost initiatives to
promote the efficient use of water energy and the
management of waste. The reduction of greenhouse gas
emissions, an increase in the rate of recycling, the
development of renewable energy and improvements of
energy efficiency are all key objectives in our
21st century society. Our report made
72 recommendations that the committee believed could
be readily implemented and would substantially
strengthen sustainable consumption management and
policy in Victoria. Eighteen of those specific
recommendations were directed to Sustainability
Victoria. I believe this shows that Sustainability
Victoria has a lot of work to do. That work is vital for
the development of our society, certainly in terms of
waste, energy and water.
This is a very sensible piece of legislation. It again
demonstrates the Bracks government’s absolute
commitment to the development of an environment that
will not only benefit this generation but also future
generations. I have great pleasure in commending the
bill to the house.
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — The purpose of this
bill is to establish a new organisation that will
effectively address environmental sustainability issues.
The organisation will replace the Sustainable Energy
Authority Victoria and EcoRecycle Victoria and will
foster environmentally sustainable practices, markets,
technologies and industries, including resource and
energy efficiency, renewable energy and water. The
second-reading speech sets the context for these new
arrangements — namely, that Australia and the world
face a formidable danger resulting from our
environmentally unsustainable behaviour. The speech
reminds us that in the past decade carbon dioxide levels
in the atmosphere have risen by as much as they have
during the previous 10 000 years. The second-reading
speech says that unless global warming slows,
Melbourne will lose water due to less rainfall, reduced
water flows and higher temperatures. The government’s
position is that the facts necessitate change.
The Bracks government has a strong record of
environment protection and environmental
sustainability. Other speakers have recounted some of
those achievements, so I will not rehearse those again
this afternoon. The second-reading speech in the
section headed ‘Principles’ states:
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Sustainability Victoria needs to consider the global impact of
its actions and policies.

I will try to explore some of those global issues in the
time that I have available. Environmental sustainability
is a pressing issue, and the disaster that struck New
Orleans has given the global warming debate new
urgency. There is growing criticism of the failure of the
United States of America to face up to the fact that
climate change and global warming are a reality. It
would be wrong to say that the hurricane that struck
New Orleans was directly caused by rising
temperatures, but there is evidence that cyclones will
become more intense and frequent. In an article in the
Boston Globe last week United States of America
environmental writer Ross Gelbspan listed unseasonal
snowfalls in Los Angeles, 124-mile-per-hour winds in
Scandinavia and the UK, severe droughts in the
Midwest of the USA, bushfires in Spain and Portugal,
low water levels in France, lethal heat waves in Arizona
and 37 inches of rain in one day in Mumbai, killing
1000 people — all, he said, caused by global warming.
Gelbspan added that although Hurricane Katrina began
as a relatively small hurricane that glanced off south
Florida, it was supercharged with extraordinary
intensity by the relatively blistering sea surface
temperatures in the Gulf of Mexico. Last January a
category 4 cyclone swept across northern Australia,
fortunately bypassing towns, and the cyclone that
destroyed Darwin in 1974 was a category 3 cyclone.
In his ABC radio interview on Monday night,
Professor Tim Flannery spoke about the destructive
civil war being played out in the USA by
environmental scientists and the Bush administration.
Flannery said that in the USA, the imperatives of
industrial development are now viewed as antithetical
to environmental sustainability. He also pointed out that
the situation is very different in this country, where the
Howard government, despite its belief that Australia’s
first imperative is to protect the national economy, has
done some quite extraordinary things for the
environment. Flannery referred to protecting the Great
Barrier Reef and to the Tasmanian forest outcome,
which he admitted may not in the opinion of many have
gone far enough. He did say that as an objective
observer you would have to say it was good for the
environment. He went on to warn, however, that the
Australian government is unwilling to address the
economy’s reliance on fossil fuels, and that is the centre
of the climate change problem. He said that Australians
could be the new energy tsars of the renewable
economy if they played their cards right. Instead, year
by year they are losing strategic advantage because they
are locked into the old fossil economy.
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The structures in Sustainability Victoria will play a vital
role in keeping everyone in the debate — industry,
unions, environmentalists, scientists and citizens.
Sustainability Victoria will play a critical role in
providing easily accessible advice and assistance.
Australia has refused to sign up to the Kyoto
framework convention on climate change, but
interestingly Australia has joined the USA-led
Asia-Pacific partnership on clean development and
climate. Unlike the Kyoto protocol, the Asia-Pacific
partnership does not identify specific greenhouse gas
emission targets. The USA-led pact aims to use
unspecified yet-to-be-invented technology to rein in
greenhouse gas emissions. Under the Kyoto protocol,
developed nations are meant to cut emissions by 5.2 per
cent below 1990 levels by 2008 to 2012 in a bid to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions. The fact that
Australia is already ahead on the Kyoto targets is no
reason not to sign up.
The argument put by the USA and Australia that the
Kyoto protocols do not make the same demands of
developing nations betrays the failure to recognise that
this is a global issue that requires a redefinition of
national interest. In Monday’s interview Flannery
warned against the folly of believing that technology
would save the day. He said that technological
development itself involves a multifaceted attack on
sustainability. Each of us creates an impact as we
ratchet up our individual consumption, grinding away
at the environment. It is a disaster that the federal
government has stopped alternative energy investment.
Flannery said:
What stands between us and what many people believe is the
collapse of the climate system as we know it is 531 gigatonnes of
CO2. That’s our budget until 2040 — and unless we can live within
that budget and extend it out to 2060–2070, the shining technological
fixes on the horizon — like hydrogen and nuclear fusion and
geosequestration — are not going to arrive in time to save us.

The problem is not that Australia has joined the
Asia-Pacific partnership for clean development and
climate.
Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, I refer you to the President’s chamber guide,
and in particular the section about quotations and
reading of speeches. It says quite clearly that members
are not permitted to read their speeches as this practice
is contrary to the concept of free and spontaneous
discussion. It says that to maintain the cut and thrust of
debate it is envisaged that a speaker will take up points
put by previous speakers and develop points in rebuttal.
A member may refresh his or her memory from brief
notes during a speech. We have at the moment a case
where the honourable member is just reading page after
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page of his speech. I suggest that he has been here long
enough to be able to deliver a speech without standing
there with all his pages in his hand.
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is the fourth
time — and I will not tell Mr Forwood again — I will
say that when raising a point of order he should not
debate it. He went off from referring to the chamber
guide to his own comments — —
Hon. M. R. Thomson — Oratory!
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is the word I was
looking for. I ask Mr Forwood not to do that again. The
member was right in referring to the chamber guide
notes. I will give the member the opportunity to make
comment and then I will rule on it.
Mr SCHEFFER — As usual I am referring to
copious notes, President.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member has
indicated that he is referring to copious notes. I remind
members from both sides of the house that the bill
before the house is at the stage of second-reading
debate. That is what members are supposed to be doing
in this chamber — debating, not just giving prepared
speeches. I take the comments of the member that he
was referring to copious notes, but I remind members
of the rulings of this place.
Mr SCHEFFER — In terms of Mr Forwood’s
remarks on the cut and thrust of debate, I believe it was
Mr Forwood who raised the matter of Kyoto in the first
place. It is remarkably prescient of me that I have
copious notes that address that very issue. I guess our
minds are working in parallel and that we agree on the
key issues.
To conclude my brief contribution, I was making the
point that the interesting thing is that Australia and the
United States have not signed up to the Kyoto protocol.
By contrast, India and China, which are also members
of the USA pact, have signed up to the Kyoto protocol.
One reason I think it is important that we continue to
have an organisation like Sustainability Victoria is that
it will keep all the options on the table and keep the
lively and vibrant debate with all the different aspects
of the issues around environment and greenhouse gas
emissions. That is unlike the United States where there
seems to be a dramatic polarisation which is debilitating
the world’s capacity to resolve these problems. With
those remarks I commend the bill to the house.
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — I wholeheartedly
support the Sustainability Victoria Bill which brings
together two key organisations, EcoRecycle Victoria

Thursday, 15 September 2005

and the Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria, and
which adds new responsibilities for water sustainability.
The purpose is to enhance our capacity as a government
and the capacity of people in Victoria to encourage,
promote and facilitate sustainable use of resources. My
point this afternoon relates to one of the objectives
outlined in the explanatory memorandum which is that
Sustainability Victoria will assist all Victorians to
integrate environmental sustainability into their
everyday lives. Earlier in the debate today the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition made the point that we are
setting up an organisation which will drive behavioural
change if we are to integrate environmental
sustainability into our lives.
In supporting this bill and all that it represents, I want to
acknowledge people in our community who have for
many years been trying to do exactly that. Institutions
and organisations do not spring from nowhere. It is
often very local, small movements that are the
springboards for major changes in our society. I want to
acknowledge a lot of the environmental activists in the
Brunswick area where I live and where I have worked
in local government and which is part of my electorate.
Some of the organisations have been at the forefront of
trying to achieve the very things we are talking about
today. These initiatives took place over 20 years ago.
I am referring to the former Brunswick Electricity
Supply Department and the work of people like Roger
Lamb, the chief executive officer, and former mayors
like Bernie Barnes and Elizabeth Jackson and Mike
Hill, who put in place lots of different energy
conservation programs, retrofittings, solar and wind
power demonstrations and energy concessions for those
on low incomes. Also in the 1980s under the leadership
of Mike Hill the Brunswick unemployment group put
in place one of the first recycling services in Victoria —
that was an initiative of a local community group. As
well Gil Freeman, Mike Hill and others established the
Centre for Education and Research in Environmental
Strategies, known as CERES, which has grown into a
very important community environment park which
educates the 60 000 students and other members of the
community who come through that site every year
about energy, recycling, water conservation and
sustainability. All of those activists and hard workers
will be pleased that we are dealing with this bill and
they will be pleased to see it pass the house today.
I am reminded also that we went through seven dark
years of the Kennett government when not a lot
happened in this area and we went from being the
leader in environmental activities to being far behind
the other states. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
remarked how proud she felt about the leadership that
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the Bracks government is giving in terms of the 5-star
energy measures in the housing sector. In fact, we know
that ever since the election of the Bracks government in
1999 we have taken a firm control on leadership in
environmental matters. The people of Brunswick who
worked hard for these objectives for over 20 years
know that this is the start of the next phase and Victoria
will be the leader in sustainability in the nation. I
commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
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Incorporated speech as follows:
I am proud to present this bill to the house today. This bill
contains measures which protect racing industry and
government revenue, enhance the integrity of racing and
wagering and support the industry to efficiently and
effectively administer the conduct of racing.
The Bracks government recognises the important contribution
which the Victorian racing industry makes to the social and
cultural fabric of the community, and vital economic input
which the industry delivers to the state.
Victorian racing is renowned for the highest standards of
probity and integrity and this bill will support the industry to
maintain these standards.

Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so I thank honourable members for their
contributions.
Motion agreed to.

Strategies contained within this bill will also support the
economic contribution of the racing industry by guarding
against practices which seek to divert revenue from Victoria.
The Bracks government is committed to providing the racing
industry with the required tools to survive and grow into the
future. Accordingly this bill also includes amendments,
requested by Racing Victoria Ltd, which support this body to
fulfil its important role as the peak body for the thoroughbred
racing industry in Victoria.
In addition to racing-related initiatives, amendments
contained in this bill also provide for an additional $45
million annually to be raised from the health benefit levy and
directed to Victoria’s public hospital system.

Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

RACING AND GAMBLING ACTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL

Key features of the bill
I now turn to some of the key features of this bill.
The bill contains the following key amendments within the
sphere of racing and gaming regulation:
the creation of a new offence prohibiting the
unauthorised publication of race fields;

Second reading
For Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation), Hon. M. R. Thomson (Minister for
Consumer Affairs) — I move:
That pursuant to sessional order 34, the second-reading
speech be incorporated into Hansard.

I remind honourable members that a minor house
amendment has been made in the Legislative
Assembly. The amendment provides for the words ‘in
the course of business’ to be substituted into the
wording of the offence. This change is appropriate to
establish a linkage between the publication of the race
field data and the business operations of a wagering
service provider.
Motion agreed to.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

legislative support to facilitate the transfer of the Crown
lease from the Victoria Racing Club to Racing Victoria
Ltd;
consistency of process for appeal rights to Racing
Victoria Ltd’s Racing Appeals and Disciplinary Board;
and
an increase in the annual health benefit levy payable by
gaming operators and the casino operator.
New offence — unauthorised publication of race fields
The bill creates a new offence prohibiting the publication of
race fields by unauthorised wagering service providers.
This amendment is designed to protect the industry against
the current and potential practices of unauthorised wagering
operators based interstate or overseas.
The transactions of unauthorised wagering operators are
invisible to racing regulators. As a consequence, these
transactions undermine the integrity of Victorian and
Australian racing.

RACING AND GAMBLING ACTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
950

COUNCIL

Thursday, 15 September 2005

Unauthorised wagering service providers also generate, or
have the potential to derive, significant revenue from
Victorian racing however unlike authorised operators they
make no financial contribution to the industry or to state
revenue in return.

The proposal also alleviates any potential future concerns
regarding the legitimacy of Racing Victoria as the rightful
holder of the Crown lease for this land.

It has been established that betting turnover on Victorian
racing, currently being generated by large corporate
bookmakers in the Northern Territory, is resulting in a
significant revenue loss to the Victorian racing industry and
government.

This second technical amendment relates to the operations
and functions of Racing Victoria Ltd’s ‘Racing Appeals and
Disciplinary Board’.

This new offence adds another brick to the wall of protection
for the Victorian racing industry, its integrity and its related
revenues. The offence is intended to deter interstate and
overseas operators from unauthorised use of Victorian
racing’s product.
The offence fills a gap in an existing suite of betting-related
offences contained within the Gambling Regulation Act.
It is important to note that the offence has been drafted so as
to provide the government with capacity, if so desired, to
exempt selected betting operators from its application. Such
flexibility is a relevant consideration in the context of the
current review being undertaken of Victoria’s electronic
gaming machine, wagering and lotteries licences.
Appropriate exceptions to the offence have also been
identified to ensure that there are no unintended consequences
for industry stakeholders, such as newspapers, who perform a
legitimate service function to the industry when reproducing
race field information.
A minor house amendment has been made to this bill in the
other house. The amendment provides for the words ‘in the
course of business’ to be substituted into the wording of the
offence. This change is appropriate to establish a linkage
between the publication of the race field data and the business
operations of a wagering service provider.
In summary, this offence will reinforce measures available to
combat illegal betting, its consequential threats to racing
integrity and the revenues of both the industry and
government.
The offence does not in any way inhibit the state from
licensing new wagering service providers in the future as its
application is only in respect of illegal operators.
This amendment has been requested by the racing industry
and accordingly will be welcomed by the industry both within
Victoria, nationally and indeed, internationally.
Transfer of Crown lease
This proposal is the first of two technical amendments to the
Racing Act that have been requested by Racing Victoria Ltd.
The amendment provides for the transfer of the Crown lease
for a specific piece of land — known as ‘Racing Victoria
Centre’ — from the Victoria Racing Club to Racing Victoria.
Legislative support for the formal transfer of this lease is in
harmony with Parliament’s decision to establish Racing
Victoria as the governing body for the Victorian
thoroughbred racing industry in 2001.

Racing Appeals and Disciplinary Board

This board was established following the conduct of a review
by Racing Victoria of the role and structure of its organisation
in 2003. This board is now the first avenue of appeal for
licensed participants found guilty of a race day offence by the
stewards, and also holds originating jurisdiction over more
serious matters identified within the rules of racing.
The proposed amendments are technical in nature. However,
they are important for the industry to ensure that there is
certainty and consistency of process in appeal rights to the
board.
Health benefit levy
Finally, this bill provides for an increase in the health benefit
levy payable by gaming operators and the casino operator.
These amendments to the Gambling Regulation Act and the
Casino Control Act will provide for an increase in this annual
gaming machine levy by an additional $1500 per annum per
machine. The levy will now raise $91 million per year which
shall go directly to the Hospital and Charities Fund.
In total, the increase generates $45 million in additional
annual revenue. This levy is applied to the gaming machine
operators to ensure that the community gets a fair share of the
super profits that these operators make because of the
regulation of the number of machines.
It is important to note that the increase in the levy will have
no impact on players, as they will continue to be protected by
the legislated minimum payout rate of 87 per cent.
The Treasurer has also announced a $3.5 million assistance
package to the racing industry in 2005–06, in recognition of
the impact on racing industry revenues from its joint venture
with Tabcorp.
It has been four years since the government last increased the
levy on gaming machines. This was consistent with an
undertaking of the Bracks government to ensure that there
would be no further gaming tax increases in its first term.
Conclusion
The bill contains a range of amendments to key acts within
the racing and gaming portfolios. It is an important step in the
government’s commitment to facilitate and promote a viable,
accountable and strong racing industry and also supports
government health and community service objectives.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western).
Debate adjourned until next day.
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NATIONAL PARKS (OTWAYS AND
OTHER AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government).
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — In the limited time
available to me to make a contribution to this debate, I
want to rebut a number of the claims made by the
conservative party, The Nationals. They are
conservative in the sense that their attitude to the
environment is exactly the same but at a different level
as the metal workers union. Extraordinarily
conservative — nothing can change, you cannot
improve anything, the status quo and so on. I will give
some information on what is really happening.
Hon. M. R. Thomson interjected.
Mr SMITH — They are very conservative and they
are the only ones I can compare them to. The first thing
I say is that I am not the greenest member of the
Australian Labor Party. I looked very closely at what
was being proposed for the Otways, particularly when I
heard the charges that we are basically going to turn the
state into a national park and that we all should be
concerned about that. I would agree with that if it were
the case. I looked at the Otways to see whether there
was a rational reason why it should be a national park
and protected. I came to the obvious conclusion that it
should be, that it makes sense. I thought back a few
years to when Geelong was having extraordinary
difficulty with water and water was in limited supply
for many, many years. A lot of the state was in drought
conditions but Geelong was in greater difficulty and the
Otways was one of its main catchment areas. I thought
to myself: what moron would advocate that we log in a
catchment area? You would have to be absolutely
moronic to say that was a smart thing to do. On that
basis alone it made no sense. One of the best ways to
protect the Otways and the water catchment was to
prevent further logging and make it a national park so it
has my vote — 100 per cent support.
We understand the importance of water as a result of an
intensive education program by this government. If the
farmers over there do not understand it, God help them!
If they have not got the message yet they are in deep
trouble. They are up to their eyebrows and so on. The
whole idea of cutting down trees in catchment areas is
ridiculous. Look at the Amazon! A lot of us are getting
the message; even people like me are getting the
message.
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The spurious argument from Mr Hall that new park
after new park would be established in Victoria is
fanciful. Even if it were true that we would establish
more national parks, I say if it is warranted and is in the
best interests of the state, it does not matter. A number
of criteria can be used to ascertain whether an area
ought to be a national park. I am concerned like most
people in the house about locking up resources. The
technology today means there are many ways of mining
in national parks or even marine parks. I know some of
my colleagues would freak out at the idea but with new
technology it can be done. I am saying it would be silly
for any government to lock up for ever the resources
and the wealth of the state, but we are not doing that.
There is a great deal of emotion over this bill and a lot
of rhetoric. Obviously we agree with some and disagree
with others. A couple of points were made by those
opposite that I agreed with. I am not admitting too
many of them, but one point was the admission by the
Libs in actually telling the Nats that we have a mandate.
Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, I wonder if you could ask the honourable
member to refer to parties in this place by their proper
nomenclature.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That was a frivolous
point of order. We ensure members are called by their
correct names, but I am not overfussed whether parties
are given their correct name.
Hon. Bill Forwood — The Libs and the Nats!
The PRESIDENT — Order! I think the honourable
member has referred to them as the Libs and the Nats
before.
Mr SMITH — Mr Forwood saved me a trip to the
dictionary to find out what he was talking about. One
thing that annoyed me no end last night was the
inference from the Nats that this party does not care
about timber workers or their families. We do. In
particular, the leader of the timber workers is a personal
friend of mine and is a good man. I am not concerned
about how detrimental the impact will be on timber
workers as long as we put in place a process to look
after them in a reasonable way, in a way that we have in
many other industries. This is good legislation, and I
support it and wish it a safe passage through the house.
Debate interrupted.
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DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! I acknowledge in the
chamber a delegation from the House of Assembly of
Newfoundland and Labrador in Canada, led by the
Honourable Harvey Hodder, Speaker. Welcome to our
house.
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Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I am telling him here
in the house. While I appreciate that it is good to be
consistent in principle, I suggest that accuracy and
consideration of broader issues are sometimes
appropriate. The third point Mr Baxter raised that I
wish to touch on is one of relevance.
Hon. W. R. Baxter — What about mandate?

Debate resumed.
NATIONALPARKS(OTWAY
SoAnND
Sec
dreadOT
ingHERAMENDMENTS)BILL

Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I
should return to my favourite topic of Fiji! However,
having spoken on my Commonwealth Parliamentary
Association trip earlier today I had better turn to the bill
at hand.
It had not been my intention to speak on the legislation
until I was severely provoked by a contribution by
Mr Baxter of The Nationals before lunch when he
decided that he would have a whack, I think that is the
proper expression, at my leader. I will take a couple of
minutes to reply to the whack from Mr Baxter. Before I
do, let me pick up one point from Mr Smith who said,
‘What moron would log in a catchment area’, and he is
nodding his head in agreement. Let me tell you who is
the moron; it is the department responsible for logging
because most of the logging done in Victoria is done in
catchment areas.
Hon. E. G. Stoney interjected.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I am sorry, every bit of
logging is being done in catchment areas. To answer
Mr Smith’s question, the moron belongs in his
government’s department.
Mr Baxter indicated a number of points of difference
between the Liberal Party and The Nationals in relation
to national parks. The first issue he raised was one of
consistency. Consistency is very good except when it is
wrong. There is no point being consistent if you are
wrong. I would suggest that a greater imperative than
consistency would be accuracy. I would look in the
future for The Nationals when they are considering this
legislation to consider not only a consistent position but
whether they are right.
The second issue that he raised was one of principles.
He said, ‘We stick with our principles’. That is a very
principled thing to do except, again, if your principles
lead you in a direction, unfortunately, that gives you a
perverse outcome. It is often possible, Mr Baxter, for
people to take a principled stand that is wrong.
Mr Smith interjected.

Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I will get to mandate.
It is good when political parties deal with issues that are
relevant. It is important for political parties to be
relevant. I am sure that the point my leader was making
in his contribution last night, which unfortunately I did
not hear, was that each piece of legislation should be
considered in isolation for its relevance rather than
taking the blanket position that, for example, to quote
George Orwell, ‘Four legs good, two legs bad; what do
you do with the chickens?’. The Nationals’ position is
that all national parks are bad.
Hon. W. R. Baxter interjected.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Thank you.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Can we have the
debate through the Chair.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I stand corrected and
pick up Mr Baxter’s point that The Nationals supported
the Point Nepean National Park, and I am pleased that
they did. I look forward in future for each national park,
as it comes before this place, to be considered on its
individual merits. I look forward when that is done to
The Nationals arriving at a position of relevance in the
21st century — that is, national parks are good, blanket
opposition is bad.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 36
Argondizzo, Ms
Atkinson, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs
Carbines, Ms (Teller)
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.
Eren, Mr
Forwood, Mr
Hilton, Mr (Teller)
Hirsh, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Koch, Mr

Lenders, Mr
Lovell, Ms
McQuilten, 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
Thomson, Ms
Viney, Mr
Vogels, Mr
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Noes, 4
Baxter, Mr (Teller)
Bishop, Mr

Drum, Mr
Hall, Mr (Teller)
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Motion agreed to.

Declared private

Read second time.

The PRESIDENT — Order! Having had the
opportunity of examining this bill, in my opinion it is a
private bill.

Third reading
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so, I thank members for their contributions to
the debate.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and that the bill do pass.

Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That the bill be dealt with as a public bill.

Motion agreed to.
Second reading
Debate resumed from 14 September; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation).

House divided on question:
Ayes, 36
Argondizzo, Ms
Atkinson, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs
Carbines, Ms
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.
Eren, Mr
Forwood, Mr
Hilton, Mr
Hirsh, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Koch, Mr

Lenders, Mr
Lovell, Ms
McQuilten, 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
Strong, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Viney, Mr (Teller)
Vogels, Mr

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

Drum, Mr (Teller)
Hall, Mr

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

Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — The Royal
Victorian Institute for the Blind and Other Agencies
(Merger) Bill is a relatively simple bill and certainly
one which the opposition and, I am sure, all members
of the house will be supporting. Essentially the bill
makes formal in terms of bequests that are prospective
a merger which has already taken place between the
Royal Victorian Institute for the Blind (RVIB), the
Royal Blind Society of New South Wales (RBS) and
Vision Australia Foundation (VAF) to form a new
agency which will service the blind community in this
country, to be called Vision Australia Ltd. As a result of
that merger those organisations have now come
together in terms of the assets, liabilities, staff, services
et cetera which they provide to the blind community.
However, there is still a situation where bequests have
been made to these societies individually, sometimes
through wills which have not yet come into play
because the donor is still alive or is not in a position to
change it. These bequests may have been made to one
of the pre-merger societies — namely, the Royal
Victorian Institute for the Blind, the Royal Blind
Society of New South Wales et cetera. There would
have been confusion as to the beneficiary of such a
bequest. All this bill does is to make it quite clear that
any future bequests to one of the predecessor bodies
that have come together to form Vision Australia Ltd
will accrue to the Vision Australia Ltd body.
It would be remiss of me not to put on the record the
wonderful work of the various institutes and bodies for
the blind in Victoria and throughout Australia for over
100 years, but concentrating particularly on Victoria. It
was a hard life 150-odd years ago for blind people.
They had enormous handicaps and there was nothing
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they could do. There were no services provided for
them; there was no education available for them or
work opportunities so they could gain some income to
live appropriately. They were in many cases seen as
outcasts of society. Through the good offices of many
genuine people who wanted to improve the lot of blind
people as well as through the self-help of blind people
themselves, societies have gone a long way to changing
and improving the lot of those who are handicapped by
blindness. There is now a rich range of facilities for
them. As we know, we have braille and all sorts of
operations available now to help people who have
limited vision. A wonderful range of services has been
put in place during the last 140-odd years in which the
RVIB and similar organisations have come into
existence.
Now there are very good facilities for blind people. In
so many cases they lead almost normal lives in the
community where there are places for them to work and
gain an income. Through braille and talking books and
so on they have the ability to know what is going on in
the world. Their lot has been dramatically improved. As
I said, we have generations of people of goodwill
whose work has made that possible, as well as blind
people themselves advancing their own wellbeing.
Over the years, many among those generations of
people of goodwill have made bequests and will
continue to do so into the future.
This bill will ensure that the bequests go to what will
now be the new Vision Australia Ltd, which throughout
Australia will continue the 150-odd years of good work
in supporting and advancing blind people throughout
our state and our nation. With those few words, I
commend the bill to the house.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I join
with Mr Strong in supporting this legislation. It is
obviously a very worthy initiative to take account of the
amalgamation and merger of three longstanding and
very good organisations which have assisted blind
people for over more than a century now into a new
organisation known as Vision Australia Ltd. Clearly
people who have made a bequest in their wills would
want that bequest, I am sure, to go ultimately to the
organisation which cares for the people who have sight
disabilities. It would be grossly unfair if their intentions
were thwarted by the fact that this merger meant that
the technical wording of their will somehow
compromised their generosity getting to the destination
for which it was intended. In terms of technicalities this
is obviously necessary legislation which we would all
support and agree with.
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I have to say that the Royal Victorian Institute for the
Blind is one of my favourite charities. I use that in the
sense that it is a charity I have regularly supported as I
have looked annually, as I normally do sometime
before the end of the financial year, to what
contributions I might have made during the course of
the year to worthy causes. It seems to me that of all the
disabilities — and of course some disabilities are quite
horrendous — to not have one’s sight must be
extraordinarily difficult. One can be immobilised but
can still read, watch television, look at the countryside
on trips and so on; or one can be deaf and still get by —
the days would not necessarily drag. But if you do not
have sight your mobility is clearly very much affected,
and you do not have the capacity to resort to many of
the recreations and pleasures that sighted people are
able to do, such as watching television and films and
reading. I know of course that braille is a substitute, but
I would not have thought it could make up for the
inability to read the written word in the way that the rest
of us have the privilege of doing.
I do say that blind people suffer a terrible affliction, but
that is not to say they have not made an extraordinary
contribution to our community over the years. I never
cease to be amazed at the achievements of many people
who do not have their sight. It just shows their
extraordinary commitment, ability, desire and ambition
to make a worthwhile contribution to our community,
and I commends them for it. I endorse this legislation
and wish the new organisation, Vision Australia, all the
best. I certainly encourage colleagues and other persons
in the community who are contemplating making a
bequest in their will to think favourably of Vision
Australia.
Mr SOMYUREK (Eumemmerring) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to speak on the Royal Victorian
Institute for the Blind and Other Agencies (Merger)
Bill. The purpose of the bill is:
… to provide that certain bequests, gifts, dispositions and
trusts have effect as if made or declared to or in favour of
Vision Australia Ltd.

This is really a machinery bill. Clause 4 provides for the
saving of bequests, gifts, dispositions and trusts
expressed to be in favour of any of the merged
agencies. Subclause (1) provides that the clause applies
if before, on or after the commencement of the
legislation and whether before, on or after the date of
the merger a bequest, gift, disposition or trust of
property has been declared or a trust fund created in
favour of any of the merged agencies.
This is a very important bill. As a result of the merger
the assets and liabilities of the three agencies have been
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transferred to a new agency called Vision Australia Ltd.
The bill has been classified as a private bill and was
requested by the solicitors who acted for the parties to
the scheme of arrangements for the merger of the three
agencies. Why is this bill necessary? It is necessary to
complete the intention of the merger and ensure that all
future gifts or trusts that are expressed to be in favour of
any of the merging agencies take effect as gifts or trusts
in favour of the new agency, Vision Australia Ltd. It is
important that the income streams providing charitable
support for the blind and vision impaired continue, and
that future gifts do not fail because they are not
expressed to be in favour of the new agency.
In conclusion, the bill will give full effect to the recent
merging of three charitable agencies supporting the
blind and vision impaired into a new combined agency.
I would like to stress that the merger took effect on
6 July 2004 and property undertakings of the three
agencies were vested under a scheme of arrangement
approved by the Federal Court of Australia in a
combined way. The bill will also ensure that no
bequests or other gifts or trusts are lost to the combined
agency merely because they were made in favour of
one of the former agencies and not in the name of the
combined agency. For gifts to be lost in this way really
would be a travesty.
Mr Baxter reinforced the importance of making sure
that the community as a whole looks after blind people,
and not only the blind people. I think as a community
we will be ultimately judged not by our wealth or the
amount of money we give but by the care that we give
to some of our disadvantaged people, for want of a
better word — although I guess they are disadvantaged
in a way. Mr Baxter also made the comparison between
the deaf and the blind, saying a deaf person can travel
on a train and get to view the magnificence of the
Australian landscapes, whereas a blind person cannot
do that. That further reinforces the fact that we need to
look after the blind. With that, I commend the bill to the
house.
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I have very
great pleasure in speaking on this bill because Vision
Australia’s offices are in my electorate. In fact the first
Royal Victorian Institute for the Blind building is in
St Kilda Road, also in my electorate. It is a magnificent
site and the institute was there for a significant time.
Indeed it has performed over the years the most
wonderful service to blind people, both young and old,
in our community.
Vision Australia does the most extraordinary work. I
would like to support this bill, as each previous speaker
has done, and talk about some of the work done by
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Vision Australia. For those who have not been to
Vision Australia, it provides the most wonderful service
for people who are visually impaired. For example, it
has studios for making talking books, which are read by
actors. It is an enormous business, and tapes are sent all
around the state so that people are able to have
up-to-date versions of stories and plays done by
contemporary artists. The artists and actors donate their
time and do an excellent job, and they are to be
commended. Vision Australia has an extraordinary
volunteer group.
The chairman and the board went through some
agonising moments when trying to achieve this merger,
which I have to say will be to the benefit of Vision
Australia and all visually impaired people in our state
and across the nation. I will now go back to some of the
services Vision Australia provides at Kooyong.
Another of its services is the provision of aids to help
people who are blind, such as large clocks and watches
with very big faces on them, cutlery that is specially
made for blind people, and other aids that assist people
to find their way around in just the normal parts of
day-to-day life that we take for granted.
One of the most pleasing things about Vision Australia
is its public relations program. You would not think that
people who are blind, many of whom are also elderly
and housebound, would have an opportunity to be
involved with public affairs. However, the organisation
gives each person a speaker-phone for their own home
and gets an interesting personality to come and be guest
speaker for a day. The guest speaker operates out of
Vision Australia’s premises on Glenferrie Road and
talks on a topic of interest. It might be politics —
heaven forbid — the arts, the environment or just about
anything. People in their own homes can listen to the
speaker and then interact. Everyone has a
speaker-phone, and it is like a conference call. From
areas right across the state people have the ability to
lock in and have a direct conversation with an
interesting speaker on a topic of their choice. It an
excellent service that keeps people connected and
involved with public affairs. I really cannot commend
the service highly enough, particularly as it helps
people who may be isolated in other ways. Vision
Australia also facilitates lectures on a regular basis. As I
say, the volunteers perform an extra special service, and
they are to be commended for the time and effort they
have been putting in for a considerable time.
The purpose of this bill is to provide that certain
bequests, gifts, depositions and trusts have effect as if
they were made or declared to or in favour of Vision
Australia Ltd and for other purposes. The bill is very
important in respect of any gifts or bequests that might
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have been given to one organisation so that there can be
continuity of those gifts or bequests. When people are
searching for bequests it is hard to know who has given
a bequest and who has not. Many people will say to an
organisation, ‘Upon my death I will give you a certain
proportion of my estate’, and that gives some certainty
in planning to the particular organisation. However,
other people find it a little difficult to talk about death
and dying and wills and do not acknowledge that they
will give money. Often it is not until that person dies
that the organisation is aware it has inherited a bequest.
That makes planning very difficult, but by the same
token those bequests are very welcome. I know that
organisations such as Vision Australia rely heavily on
philanthropic support. It is vital that bequests that may
have been given several years ago to one organisation
or to another are recognised to ensure their continuity.
That is important for the ongoing benefit of the
organisation and for people who are increasingly
disabled through impaired vision.

Australia does an extraordinary amount of work with
children who, with the modern facilities that are
available these days, can be totally integrated within the
community. That is also the case with aged care, and
we are going to have an increasing number of aged
blind people in our community. I commend this bill to
the chamber. I have to say that the Liberal Party is
completely committed to this bill. I reiterate that the
main effect of the bill will be that a gift made to the
Royal Victorian Institute for the Blind, the Royal Blind
Society of New South Wales and Vision Australia
Foundation for the charitable purpose of assisting the
visually impaired may take effect as if it were made to
Vision Australia Ltd, the merged agency. I commend
the bill to the house.

I have mentioned the library, the various supports
people can have and also the volunteers. I encourage
members to speak with the people at Vision Australia to
learn more about what it does and what sorts of services
it provides for people who have a visual disability,
because I think each electorate would have a number of
people with a visual disability. The organisation is
certainly to be commended for the work it does.

Passed remaining stages.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages

SENTENCING AND MENTAL HEALTH
ACTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.

There is an aged care issue in this. The Royal Victorian
Institute for the Blind had a number of aged care
facilities that were specific to visually impaired people.
It found that although that was important in years gone
by increasingly it has become less of an issue and that it
is more important that people are integrated within the
community. That is done through things as simple as,
for example, having a guide dog. There is now a school
of thought in the aged care sector that it should go with
a program called the Eden program, which encourages
people to have pets within the facilities, so a blind
person will no longer be discriminated against for
having a guide dog in an aged care facility. Vision
Australia has now decided to close down its aged care
facilities and to incorporate a number of beds in
mainstream aged care facilities. Although blind or
visually impaired patients have some special needs, the
staff in the aged care facilities are cognisant of this and
are very helpful and supportive of people who have a
visual impairment.
I am not certain most of us quite understand what it is
like to have a visual impediment. In considering this
bill I think we should stop and reflect for a moment on
what the ramifications might be. It is particularly
poignant if a child is visually impaired. Vision

Read first time on motion of
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged Care).

SPORTS ANTI-DOPING BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Sport and Recreation) on motion of Mr Gavin
Jennings.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

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

Roads: Cranbourne bypass
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I seek
the assistance of Peter Batchelor, the Minister for
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Transport in the other place. I refer to a request made of
me by the City of Casey asking me to support its
request of the minister to receive a delegation from the
City of Casey and local members of Parliament for a
discussion and to hopefully obtain a commitment from
the state government to the construction of the
Cranbourne bypass, which is an important
infrastructure requirement in the Cranbourne area. The
Cranbourne bypass is well known for its longstanding
need. I am pleased to lend my support to this request by
the City of Casey for a meeting with the Minister for
Transport to discuss this important matter.
The more perceptive members of this chamber will
know that I am not necessarily the greatest fan of the
City of Casey when it comes to roadway infrastructure
performance. However, in this case it is spot on, right
on the money and absolutely correct in presenting its
views and wanting to present those views and its
request directly to the minister on this very important
Cranbourne bypass arrangement. There is a
considerable amount of documentation and history to
this request, and a great deal of discussion and some
confusion between planners at VicRoads, the City of
Casey and various other authorities which are involved.
I am very pleased to give my support to the City of
Casey. In my reply I suggested that its credentials could
be further enhanced if it would look at my requests of it
to take a more cautious approach in the way it uses the
Western Port Highway, particularly in the Lyndhurst
area. We have had some exchanges and discussion on
that, and I have been known to mention that here in the
chamber from time to time.
The Cranbourne bypass is a future requirement in the
area. It is important that the City of Casey have the
support it needs in requesting that the minister receive
this delegation. It would be much appreciated if the
minister would receive the delegation, the intended
composition of which would be the mayor and
Crs Bradford, Butler and Wreford, and perhaps also
local members of Parliament who are involved. The
question is: will the minister receive that delegation at
an early time? I would be pleased to provide the
minister will correspondence in relation to this matter.

Automotive smash repairers: free choice policy
Mr SOMYUREK (Eumemmerring) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Small
Business in another place concerning the concept of
free choice in the automotive smash repair industry.
The Insurance Australia Group, which includes the
Royal Automobile Club of Victoria (RACV), last year
introduced a new free choice of repairer policy which
required the consumer to pay an extra $70 per annum
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for the privilege of choosing which panel beater he or
she could take his or her vehicle to. The Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission has since
found in favour of the RACV. This raises other
questions in relation to the small business
community — namely, whether the ACCC is geared
towards addressing the concerns of the small business
community. As we all know, the small business
community is a very significant sector in our economy.
I raised this issue of the free choice policy late last year.
Today I will convey to the house a specific example of
how things can go wrong with this free choice policy. A
consumer was referred to Kerry Panels which quoted
$800 for a job. However, Kerry Panels is not an RACV
preferred panel beater. The RACV convinced the
consumer to take the vehicle to an RACV preferred
repair centre. The RACV attempted to have the vehicle
repaired four times. According to an independent
assessor’s report, which I have in my possession,
instead of having the vehicle repaired the RACV
caused more damage to it. The concluding comment in
the report is that:
As repairs and rectification already carried out has taken
numerous attempts and many months to get vehicle to this
stage, it would not be economical or practical for your
insurance company to continue with such rectifications which
would further inconvenience the client.

What started off as an $800 repair job ballooned out to
$15 000 thanks to the RACV’s free choice policy.
Repairing vehicles at the lowest price dictated by the
insurance companies is not necessarily good for
consumers. The general public must be allowed to
retain freedom of choice and use repairers who repair to
a standard, not a price. I ask the minister to advocate to
the small business commissioner.

Fishing: trout habitat
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I have
an issue for the Minister for Environment in another
place. I raise it on behalf of the Australian Trout
Foundation. It is regarding the ATF’s concerns about
willow removal programs damaging fish habitat. The
trout foundation tells me that the catchment
management authorities (CMAs) handling this project
originally informed it that they would follow a program
of removing a few willows and leaving a few, allowing
native vegetation to grow before removing more
willow. It was a measured replacement of willows with
other species. The foundation says it:
… has no problem with the original proposal as it is
reasonably habitat friendly and in the long term would be
good for the habitat.
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However, the catchment authorities now feel that the original
program is not cost-effective and have resorted to large-scale
removal of not only willow but 100-year poplar trees as well.
The project is having an adverse reaction on the habitat with
large sections of the Goulburn River laid bare and it is going
to be many years before that protective habitat can
re-establish. Many believe that the current program will be
detrimental to our valuable trout fishery, as fish also need a
protective bank side habitat.

The ATF went on to explain that the willows were
planted 50 to 70 years ago. They have developed an
artificial cover on the banks of the river and are now
home to platypuses and kingfishers. They provide cover
for fish and lots of insect life such as snowflake caddis,
stoneflies and mayflies. It also pointed out that revenue
from the inland fishing licence fees has gone into this
program. The fishermen are therefore paying for a lot
of this work and they would like a say in the way that
money is spent. The foundation said:
We need the CMA to slow down a bit and smell the roses.
They need to protect the habitat by leaving a little more cover
and more artificial undercut banks called lunka bunkers and
additional in-stream cover so the animal life can survive in
those areas where removal has taken place … In other words,
go back to their original plan of remove a few, leave a few
and fully redevelop the stream as they go.

The foundation acknowledges that there is an economic
imperative and it is a lot cheaper to take out big swathes
of the river, but it points out that the environment is
suffering because of that. I ask the minister to strongly
suggest that the CMAs remove only a few willows at a
time in a particular area and redevelop habitat as the
work is being done to protect the habitat of both our
native and imported sporting fish.
Hon. B. N. Atkinson — On a point of order,
President, I draw your attention to the matter that was
raised by Mr Somyurek, with reluctance, because I
think it is an important one. I note that his call for
action was that the minister advocate to the small
business commissioner. Unfortunately that is not
consistent with the guidelines for the adjournment
debate and I believe it must be ruled out of order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The point of order
raised by the Honourable Bruce Atkinson is correct, but
I will give the honourable member the opportunity to
rephrase his question because again I take on board the
comment that Mr Atkinson made in his point of order
that he believes it is an appropriate one. I will call the
next speaker and ask Mr Somyurek in that time to have
a look at his direct question and then give him time to
address it.
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Rural and regional Victoria: female medical
practitioners
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — I wish to raise an
important matter with the Minister for Health in the
other place, the Honourable Bronwyn Pike, concerning
the shortage of female doctors in regional and rural
Victoria. Yesterday the Australian longitudinal study on
women’s health was released by the federal Minister
for Health and Ageing, Tony Abbott. A study of
40 000 women across our nation has found that some
women are reluctant to visit male doctors, which I am
sure does not come as a surprise to any female
members in this place. An article in the Geelong
Advertiser today is headed ‘Rural female doctor
shortage: women “put off’”. It details the findings of
this study and the impact on preventive care in some
rural areas. It goes on to explain that there are about
70 female GPs in Geelong, according to Rural
Workforce Agency Victoria, and that at 33 per cent of
the total Geelong GP population this is below the
proportion of 37 per cent in Melbourne. Jacqueline
Thais of RWAV in the article said:
The lack of female medical practitioners remains a critical
work force issue.

The article also quotes Minister Abbott:
The results would be used to shape women’s health
initiatives.

Earlier this year Minister Pike highlighted the critical
role the provision of sufficient undergraduate medical
places plays in addressing the shortage of GPs. In a
press release entitled ‘Howard fails calls to action on
health uni places’ Minister Pike said:
From the work we have done there is a projected shortfall of
145 undergraduate places each year in medicine alone.
While there were an additional 234 undergraduate medical
places made available in 2004 —

across Australia —
Victoria received only 10 places, just over 4 per cent, despite
having 25 per cent of the nation’s population.

As a member for Geelong Province, I am well aware of
the need to establish a third medical school in Victoria
and of the excellent bid by Deakin University to
establish a third medical school in Western Victoria. I
call on Minister Pike, in light of the critical shortage of
GPs, particularly female GPs across Victoria, as
evidenced by the Australian longitudinal study on
women’s health, to actively lobby the federal health
minister to provide an extra 145 university medical
places in Victoria each year.
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Gas: Silvan and Monbulk supply
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER (Silvan) — I seek action
from the Minister for State and Regional Development
in the other place, the Honourable John Brumby. The
issue I raise concerns Silvan and Monbulk primary
producers, particularly fruit and flower growers who
have been forced to look into buying their own natural
gas connection after the state government failed to
include them in its $70 million rollout program. In 2003
the government announced the natural gas extension
program connecting towns across Victoria, including
neighbouring towns in the Shire of Yarra Ranges, but
significant parts of Silvan and Monbulk were not
included and are still not connected to natural gas under
the program. Flower growers in these two towns in
particular have been lobbying for more than six years
for natural gas and are now looking at paying for their
own connections. Jindabyne Nurseries, for example,
spends on an annual basis about $40 000 a year on
liquefied petroleum gas (LPG) and others growers that I
have met with and spoken to have bills for LPG on an
annual basis closer to $60 000. If they were connected
to the natural gas program, they would have access to
that at about half the cost, significantly reducing their
overheads. The quotes they have received from
Multinet, the provider, for connection to their properties
is in the vicinity of $250 000 and higher just to connect
them to the reticulated natural gas network.
The member for Monbulk in the other place has held
numerous meetings with the department, the minister
and with Multinet to see if a resolution can be gained
for these people in Monbulk and Silvan, and he has not
been successful. Over a period of about 18 months to
two years he has been petitioning his own minister in
his own government for a successful resolution and
connection for these people — unsuccessfully. I
understand that another meeting is being convened by
him at the Montrose town hall on Wednesday,
21 September, with Multinet and the Department of
State and Regional Development and the flower
growers yet again. I ask the Minister for State and
Regional Development whether after six years of
unsuccessful lobbying, including two years of lobbying
from the Labor local member, will he consent to
granting funds to allow these important properties to be
connected to the reticulated natural gas system and put
the local member, the member for Monbulk in the other
place, out of his misery?

EastLink: opposition policy
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — I wish to raise a matter for
the Leader of the Government, Mr Lenders, in his
capacity as Minister for Finance, but probably also in

959

his capacity as Minister for Major Projects. I draw the
minister’s attention to the commitments or promises —
in fact broken promises I suspect would be a better
description — by the Liberal Party today in relation to
the tolls on the EastLink project and the apparent plan
of the Liberal Party to fund this by cutting into what
they describe as waste and mismanagement. The action
I am seeking from the minister is that he investigates
the impact of these proposed cuts in his departmental
areas, and in particular that he investigates in relation
to — —
Hon. E. G. Stoney — On a point of order, President,
I do not believe this comes under the aspect of
government administration. He is asking a minister to
comment on opposition policies. That is not part of
government administration. I think you should rule him
out of order.
Mr VINEY — On the point of order, President, the
government is always, as I understand it, looking at
proposed cuts that it can make in relation to waste or
unnecessary expenditure. We have now a proposal in
the public arena dealing with this matter, and I am
seeking the advice of the minister in relation to that.
The PRESIDENT — Order! With respect to the
matter that the member is raising, he was getting to the
crux of specifically saying what he was asking the
minister to do. I want to hear that before I make a ruling
on the point of order raised by the Honourable Graeme
Stoney. I will be listening carefully and at the
conclusion of his contribution I will make a ruling.
Mr VINEY — I am seeking for the minister to
investigate the impact on his departmental area,
particularly the impact on the community in areas like
major projects and superannuation, if there were to be
cuts in these departmental areas in the order as
proposed today of $500 million-odd over four years.
Hon. E. G. Stoney — On the point of order,
President, it is quite clear that Mr Viney is inviting the
minister to investigate opposition policies. It is not
within his realm of government administration to
comment on opposition policies.
Mr VINEY — On the point of order, President, I
am asking the minister to investigate the impact of any
cuts that could be made of this order in his ministerial
areas of responsibility. This is now out in the public.
There is a proposal that there should be cuts into
government departments of this order. I am asking the
minister to investigate whether that is possible and what
the impact would be.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! I have given the
member a bit of scope here. I gave him the opportunity
to complete his adjournment matter before I ruled on it.
But I have to once again draw the attention of the
member and all honourable members to the guidelines
that I have set out for the daily adjournment. The
general guidelines are that matters raised must relate to
government administration. However, where federal
and state jurisdictions overlap a matter may be directed
to the state minister as it specifically relates to their
area. An adjournment mater should not criticise
opposition members or their parties.
The member has raised a matter for the Minister for
State and Regional Development in the other place
about a policy or something that has been released by
the opposition. My guidelines say the matter should be
specific and not of a general nature, and must seek
specific action. I ask the member to be cognisant of
those rulings and not to stray into a scattergun approach
in his adjournment matter. He must ask for specific
action from the minister to do with the minister’s
portfolio or I will rule it out of order.
Mr VINEY — On the point of order, I am asking if
the minister will investigate the impact on his
department of cuts of about $100 million a year and
advise me of the impact on the Victorian community. I
am seeking the minister’s advice on this matter, and it
will require his investigation, because if there is a
capacity to cut into the departments, I would certainly
like to know. I think the minister would like — —
Hon. E. G. Stoney — On the point of order,
President, it is obvious that the member is speaking
about the proposed cuts of the opposition. Therefore he
is commenting on the opposition proposals. It is outside
the jurisdiction of the minister to do that. I further point
out that the minister would not be the minister if the
cuts were taking place, so it is irrelevant.
Mr VINEY — Further on the point of order,
President, I have taken on board the President’s
previous advice. I am asking the minister to investigate
whether these cuts can be made. I think that is perfectly
reasonable. It is within his administration. I want to
know whether the minister is able to undertake cuts of
that order in the department and what the impact of
those cuts would be if the minister were to do so.
Mr Gavin Jennings interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am concerned about
this and I am getting advice. Some of the comments the
minister made by interjection — which were not
necessarily helpful — referred to the fact that one could
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argue this is a hypothetical question on the basis that
the minister concerned would not be making the cuts
being proposed by the opposition. If the minister does
that of his own volition, that is one issue, but in the
adjournment debate a member asking a minister to look
at the impacts the cuts of another party might make
does not fall within the guidelines because the action
sought should be of a specific nature. It should not be
general. It is not in order, as I have indicated, to attack
opposition members, and the action sought must relate
to government administration. That is not the case here,
but I believe the member went far outside the
guidelines and that has caused the dilemma we are in
now. On that basis, I rule the member’s adjournment
out of order.

Albert Park: parking fees
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I wish to
raise a matter with the Honourable John Thwaites,
Minister for Environment in the other place. It is with
respect to a draft parking strategy that has been released
for the Albert Park reserve, particularly covering the
sports facilities in and around the Melbourne Sports and
Aquatic Centre — MSAC. It has caused considerable
consternation to participants in the various sporting
activities that are centred at that facility. I know it has
also been raised with local members. I have certainly
had considerable discussions on the matter with
organisations, as has Ted Baillieu, the member for
Hawthorn in another place.
Today I presented a petition from some 1800 people
involved in sports at the reserve who all expressed
concerns about this draft parking strategy and who have
on other occasions expressed considerable concern
about the lack of consultation on the development of
the strategy in the first place. It appears the government
argued initially it has brought down this strategy to
address commuter parking in and around the Albert
Park reserve. If that were a problem it could be
addressed with restrictions in the parking regime that
are already in place at this reserve. Clearly that was not
the true intention of the government. It seems the
government is really trying to raise funds from
participants in sporting activities such as cricket,
swimming, squash, badminton, sailing, golf and
basketball. There are other sports as well, but those are
some of the sports that have high numbers of
participants, often for extended periods, who would be
hit heavily by the imposition of the parking fees
proposed under this strategy.
It seems the government would want all those people to
contribute to this parking regime so that it can fund a
promise it made to upgrade the reserve. It trumpeted the
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fact that it was putting in capital to upgrade this reserve.
Obviously many people would be deterred from using
these facilities and participating in the various sports
that are played at the Albert Park reserve. It would
damage MSAC facilities and participation programs,
and I can see that people who incurred penalties would
be most concerned. The action I seek from the minister
is the abandonment of the parking strategy and the
continuation of existing arrangements.

Deer hunting: public land
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Environment
in the other place concerning approval for hunting on
licensed or leased public land. On 16 September last
year the Australian Deer Association, the Mountain
Cattlemen’s Association and the Public Land Council
of Victoria signed a joint letter to the Minister for
Environment seeking a clear government policy on
approval for hunting on public land that is either leased
or licensed for certain purposes. The Australian Deer
Association raised this matter in its submission to the
current review of the firearms legislation as there has
been no resolution following its letter of 16 September.
To hunt on land you need the permission of the
landowner. If that land is privately owned, it is a fairly
simple matter because you need to go to the individual
who owns the land and gain that person’s permission. If
the land is public land, it is still a simple procedure: you
need approval from the government, being the owner of
the land, to hunt on the land. If the land is leased or
licensed to others, the situation is not so clear.
I know that in June last year the department sought
legal advice on this matter. Essentially it said that for
the purposes of determining access regarding the
Firearms Act, public land which was licensed or leased
should be considered private land. I know the view of
the Australian Deer Association, I think supported by
the Mountain Cattlemen’s Association and the Public
Land Council in its letter, was not in total agreement
with the legal view.
As to leased land, leasing a piece of land gives you
some responsibility and probably an exclusive use of
the land, but that does not apply to public land which is
licensed. A licence is more a permit to access the land
than something that gives someone exclusive use of it.
There are licences for cattle grazing on public land and
people are still allowed to access the land for
recreational purposes such as bushwalking, four-wheel
driving and so on. It is the same situation as with a
licence to prospect on certain land. It is not an exclusive
use of that land by any means. I think there is a good
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argument — there is some support within the
department for this — to suggest that a licence over
public land does not necessarily grant exclusive rights
and there may be a possibility that approval for the
purposes of hunting should not totally rest with the
licensee.
I ask the minister to further consider this matter and
either have it resolved under the current firearms
legislation review or deal with it separately so that a
final resolution can be worked out.

Dental services: waiting lists
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — The matter I
raise tonight is for the attention of the Minister for
Aged Care in his capacity as and with his concern for
the welfare of our seniors. He will not be surprised to
find the issue concerns dental waiting lists. I was
perhaps a little harsh on the minister yesterday in the
sense that I think he has a sincere commitment to
ensure there is an improvement in the situation of older
Victorians with respect to dentures and dentistry work.
I am aware he has made allocations out of his budget to
assist the situation.
I make the point that the Minister for Health in the other
house has not managed this area well. I am not sure that
the minister’s approach of piling a little more money on
top of the health budget is a sufficient response. I
believe he has a responsibility to advocate strongly and
ensure that the problem is dealt with.
It is worth putting on the record, before asking for
specific action, that the community should be fully
aware of the situation. It is true that dental waiting lists
have increased in Victoria over the period of the Bracks
government. That is causing serious problems to many
thousands of Victorians; in fact, 200 000 Victorians
have been waiting for treatment at public dental
services. As at June 2005 the dental waiting list was
28 months for general dentistry with an average
28 months for dentures.
These are long periods and, as I have said to the house
before, in the southern region the wait is 30 months for
general dentistry and 39 months for dentures; in the
Gippsland region it is 40 months for general dentistry
and 27 months for dentures; in the Hume region it is
24 months for general dentistry and 33 months for
dentures; in the Loddon Mallee region it is 29 months
for general dentistry and 19 months for dentures; in the
Grampians region it is 26 months for general dentistry
and 22 months for dentures; and in the Barwon region it
is 38 months for general dentistry and 39 months for
dentures.
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In those regions some periods are much longer. Those
are clearly unacceptable lengths of time. In some areas
of country Victoria more than 65 months — —
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selective removal of willows within the Goulburn
catchments to facilitate the ongoing fishing and capture
of the trout and other imported sporting fish within
those catchments.

Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — No, I am putting some
figures as background so the minister can see the need
to act on these points. Given that the minister has
allocated, in my estimation, around or perhaps a little
more than $1 million, I ask him to take specific action
to monitor the effectiveness of his spending on dental
services — spending that he has authorised — and put
in place effective strategies to monitor the impact of
that on senior Victorians.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Before calling the
minister, I will give Mr Adam Somyurek an
opportunity to rephrase his adjournment matter to see if
it meets the guidelines.

Automotive smash repairers: free choice policy
Mr SOMYUREK (Eumemmerring) — Thank you
for the opportunity, President. In rephrasing my
question I point out that Mr Atkinson had it wrong
because that was not the question I asked. I request the
Minister for Small Business to refer this matter to the
small business commissioner and facilitate a
coordinated response with Consumer Affairs Victoria
to protect free trade and choice in the smash repair
industry.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you.

Responses
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — I thank all members for their adjournment
matters, including those that were well written and well
presented — and I am happy to respond to those that
did not quite hit the mark.
Mr Bowden raised a matter for the Minister for
Transport in the Legislative Assembly. He locked in
tight the Casey council’s position on the Cranbourne
bypass in seeking the earliest opportunity for the Casey
council to meet with the Minister for Transport.
Mr Somyurek raised a matter for the Minister for Small
Business in the other place and asked for a coordinated
response from the minister, the Small Business
Commissioner and the Minister for Consumer Affairs
to ensure free choice within the smash repair industry.
Mr Stoney raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Environment in the other house seeking

Ms Carbines raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Health in the other place regarding the
shortage of doctors in regional Victoria and seeking her
intervention to ensure the adequate provision of doctors
and nursing staff within those communities.
Mr Olexander raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for State and Regional Development in the
other place seeking his support in the first instance for
delivery of gas services to his constituents in Silvan and
Monbulk and then to deal with matters relating to cost
recovery and the cost structure of those services
Hon. A. P. Olexander interjected.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS — That is another way of
saying what I said.
Mr Atkinson raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Environment in the other place seeking
some form of abandonment from the minister in
relation to a strategic response to parking within the
precinct around the Melbourne Sports and Aquatic
Centre and encouraging him to operate in that fashion.
Mr Hall also raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Environment relating, as I understand it, to
the differences between access for hunting on public
land and what applies to leasing and licensing
arrangements over public land. He sought to have that
matter clarified and to either have it reconciled within
the current forms of the firearms legislation or have a
separate process to resolve it.
Mr David Davis raised a matter for my attention in
which he very generously and graciously identified my
degree of support for older members of our community
in relation to dental care. Today, 24 hours after casting
me in a different light, he recognised my commitment
to this endeavour. Mr Davis encouraged me to evaluate
programs that I have funded out of my programmatic
money to augment the work of the Minister for Health
in the other place.
I give Mr Davis the undertaking that I will do that, and
most importantly I will try to work through my
programs and in cooperation with other areas in the
Department of Human Services to ensure that we
increasingly identify funds to support those who are on
the waiting list, perhaps through measures such as the
one I referred to yesterday when I spoke about the
131 000 treatments that were funded through the recent
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reforms of the concession package or other initiatives
that I may be able to fund. Certainly with growth
funding within the dental health budget I will be
supporting my colleague the Minister for Health to
achieve those outcomes.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 5.09 p.m. until
Tuesday, 4 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, 13 September 2005
Innovation: entertainment expenses
1488.

THE HON. GORDON RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister
for Innovation): Since 1 January 2003, what are the details of the expenses of the office of the Minister
including — (i) number of ministerial staff allocated to the Minister; (ii) staff salaries and on-costs; (iii)
other ministerial office operating (recurrent) expenses; (iv) Ministers and/or office international flights;
(v) destination of international flights; (vi) Minister’s and/or office domestic flights; (vii) travel-related
expenses; (viii) alcohol costs.

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

Innovation: consultancies
1497.

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 department and each agency and authority
within the Minster’s administration, what are the details of each consultancy commissioned, indicating
the — (i) date; (ii) cost; (iii) purpose; (iv) name and address of consultant; (v) recommendations made;
(vi) action taken in response to any recommendations; and (vii) whether tenders were called.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Consultancies $100,000 and over engaged by the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development
are posted to the website of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board (under the Contracts Publishing System).
I refer the member to this website

Resources: Office of the Mining Warden — advertising
2198.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Resources: In relation to the
Office of the Mining Warden’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:
The Office of the Mining Warden did not undertake any advertising between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003.
In answering this question, I point out that questions of this sort which appear to be computer generated use
departmental time and resources.
The large volume of such questions which do not appear to be based on any prior research or genuine concern but
on a scattergun approach not only cost taxpayers' money and tie up resources but also delay answers to genuine
requests.

State and regional development: Albury Wodonga (Victoria) Corporation — external legal advice
2817.

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 Albury Wodonga
(Victoria) Corporation on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Albury-Wodonga (Victoria) Corporation was dissolved on 1 March 2004.
The expenditure by the Albury Wodonga (Victoria) Corporation on external legal advice between 1 January 2003
and 1 March 2004 was $20,000.

WorkCover: alcohol purchases
4046.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Minister for
WorkCover): In relation to alcohol purchased by the Minister’s Office since 1 January 2002, what was
the —
(a)

date of each purchase;

(b)

value of each purchase; and

(c)

items purchased.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The research required to provide a response to the question would place an unreasonable burden on the time and
resources of the department.

WorkCover: Social Shift Pty Ltd — payments
4455.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Minister for
WorkCover):
(1)

What payments have been made to Social Shift Pty Ltd by the Minister’s department or private
office or agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration since 26 August 2003.

(2)

On what dates were the payments made.

(3)

What are the details of the project for which payment was made.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No payments have been made by the Minister’s department or private office or agency or statutory body under the
Minister’s administration since 26 August 2003, including the Victorian WorkCover Authority and the Transport
Accident Commission to the firm Social Shift Pty Ltd.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — staff allocation
4693.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts):
(1)

How many staff are allocated to the general reference desk at the State Library of Victoria.

(2)

How many staff are on the reference desk at any given time.

(3)

During what hours is the reference desk open.

ANSWER:
The ‘general reference desk’ is taken to mean the Information Centre Information Desk.
This Desk is open throughout the Library’s opening hours, and is staffed with 2, 3 or 4 staff depending on the shift.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — Victorian specific material purchases
4694.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): What was the total number of purchases made by the State Library of Victoria of Victorian
specific material in 1998-99, 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

ANSWER:
State Library of Victoria acquisitions statistics, including information about numbers of purchases in specific
categories, are available in Library Board of Victoria annual reports.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — Victorian specific material purchases
4695.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): What was the total expenditure on purchases made by the State Library of Victoria of
Victorian Specific material in 1998-99, 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

ANSWER:
The total expenditure on purchases made by the State Library of Victoria of Victorian Specific material in 1998-99,
1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, was $1,986,566; $2,328,477; $2,336,313; $2,298,668 and $2,224,706
respectively.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — papers and letters purchases
4702.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): What was the total number of purchases made by the State Library of Victoria for Papers and
Letters in 1998-99, 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.
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ANSWER:
Separate records for acquisitions of letters and papers are not kept.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — papers and letters purchases
4703.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): What was the total expenditure on purchases made by the State Library of Victoria for Papers
and Letters in 1998-99, 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively

ANSWER:
Separate records for acquisitions of letters and papers are not kept.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — La Trobe rare books purchases
4705.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): What was the total expenditure on purchases made by the State Library of Victoria on
La Trobe Rare Books in 1998-99, 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

ANSWER:
The total expenditure on purchases made by the State Library of Victoria on La Trobe Rare Books in 1998-99,
1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03 was $49,109; $58,929; $33,749; $55,502 and $41,663 respectively.

Environment: South East Water Ltd — advertising and credit card expenditure
4726.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to South East Water Ltd:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately be asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer the question in that
capacity.
(1)

$1,700,000.

(2)

Nil.

Planning: Architects Registration Board — advertising and credit card expenditure
4747.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Architects Registration Board:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$5,975.

(2)

Nil.

Planning: Building Advisory Committee — advertising and credit card expenditure
4748.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Building Advisory Committee:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Nil.

(2)

Nil.

Planning: Building Commission — advertising and credit card expenditure
4750.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Building Commission:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$793,057.20.

(2)

$92,306.52.

Planning: Plumbing Industry Advisory Council — advertising and credit card expenditure
4754.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Plumbing Industry Advisory Council:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Nil.

(2)

Nil.
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Planning: Surveyors Board — advertising and credit card expenditure
4755.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Surveyors Board:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Nil.

(2)

Nil.

Planning: Caulfield Racecourse Trust — advertising and credit card expenditure
4756.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Caulfield Racecourse Trust:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Nil.

(2)

Nil.

Attorney-General: Equal Opportunity Commission — communications staff
5041.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Equal Opportunity Commission are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As the financial year had not lapsed at the date the question was asked, accurate figures can only be provided as at
the date the question was posted (17 June 2005). With reference to officers engaged in communications in the
Equal Opportunity Commission as at 17 June 2005, the answers to the questions are:
(1)

One

(2)

VPS Grade 5 ($63,678 - $77,046)
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Coordinator Media & Communications

Attorney-General: Legal Profession Tribunal — communications staff
5045.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Legal Profession Tribunal are engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As the financial year had not lapsed at the date the question was asked, accurate figures can only be provided as at
the date the question was posted (17 June 2005). With reference to officers engaged in communications in the
Legal Profession Tribunal as at 17 June 2005, the answers to the questions are:
(1)

Nil.

(2)

Not applicable.

(3)

Not applicable.

Attorney-General: Office of the Victorian Privacy Commissioner — communications staff
5046.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Office of the Victorian Privacy Commissioner are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As the financial year had not lapsed at the date the question was asked, accurate figures can only be provided as at
the date the question was posted (17 June 2005). With reference to officers engaged in communications in the
Office of the Victorian Privacy Commissioner as at 17 June 2005, the answers to the questions are:
(1)

One

(2)

VPS Grade 4 ($55,189 – $62,618)

(3)

Media and Publications Officer
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Attorney-General: Office of the Public Advocate — communications staff
5047.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Office of the Public Advocate are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As the financial year had not lapsed at the date the question was asked, accurate figures can only be provided as at
the date the question was posted (17 June 2005). With reference to officers engaged in communications in the
Office of the Public Advocate as at 17 June 2005, the answers to the questions are:
(1)

One

(2)

VPS Grade 4 ($55,189 – $62,618)

(3)

Communications Co-ordinator

Attorney-General: Victoria Legal Aid — communications staff
5049.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Victoria Legal Aid are engaged in communications, including public,
corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As the financial year had not lapsed at the date the question was asked, accurate figures can only be provided as at
the date the question was posted (17 June 2005). With reference to officers engaged in communications in Victoria
Legal Aid as at 17 June 2005, the answers to the questions are:
(1)

Three.

(2)

(i) VLA4 ($52,415 to $73,915);
(ii) VLA3 ($43,006 to $59,134);
(iii) VLA2 ($32,256 to $45,695).

(3)

(i) Manager, Community Legal Education - internal and external Communications;
(ii) Program Administration Officer - events management, marketing/promotion;
(iii) Community Legal Education Officer - research, marketing/ promotion and evaluation of campaigns.
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Planning: Architects Registration Board — communications staff
5196.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Architects Registration Board at Werribee are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2005, the Architects Registration Board had no dedicated communications officers.

Planning: Building Practitioners Board — communications staff
5200.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Building Practitioners Board are engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2005, the Building Practitioners Board had no dedicated communications officers.

Planning: Building Regulations Advisory Committee — communications staff
5201.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Building Regulations Advisory Committee are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2005, the Building Regulations Advisory Committee had no dedicated communications officers.
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Planning: Heritage Council — communications staff
5202.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Heritage Council are engaged in communications, including public,
corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

As at 30 June 2005, one officer was employed by the Heritage Council in a communications role.

(2)

$55,189 to $62,618.

(3)

Public Affairs Officer.

Planning: Plumbing Industry Advisory Council — communications staff
5203.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Plumbing Industry Advisory Council are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2005, the Plumbing Industry Advisory Council had no dedicated communications officers.

Education services: Victorian College of the Arts — communications staff
5264.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Education Services): Does the Department of Education and Training plan to increase funding for the
Victorian College of the Arts so that it can maintain its current independence.

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

WorkCover: compliance codes
5274.

THE HON. BILL FORWOOD — To ask the Minister for WorkCover: As at 20 July 2005, which
compliance codes have been approved under Part 12 of the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 20 July 2005, no compliance codes have been approved under Part 12 of the Occupational Health and Safety
Act 2004.
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Wednesday, 14 September 2005
Corrections: Corrections Corporation of Australia Pty Ltd
1027.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Corrections): With reference to page 214 of the Report on the 2000-01 Budget Outcomes from the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
(a)

What were the ‘persistent failures’ by Corrections Corporation of Australia Pty Ltd on benchmark
measures in prison service agreements.

(b)

How were the ‘persistent service failures’ by Corrections Corporation of Australia Pty Ltd
affecting the benchmark measures in prison service agreements.

(c)

Why did Corrections Corporation of Australia Pty Ltd continue with the persistent service failures
on benchmark measures in service agreements.

(d)

When were the persistent failures on benchmark measures in service agreements made by the
Corrections Corporation of Australia Pty Ltd.

(e)

Given the report identified persistent service failures, what action did the Government undertake
to correct those failures.

(f)

When did the Government first become aware of the persistent service failure.

(g)

Why did the Government not undertake corrective action when the ‘service failure’ was first
identified.

(h)

At what point did the service failure become a ‘persistent service failure’.

(i)

What penalties (financial or otherwise) were applied to Corrections Corporation of Australia Pty
Ltd for breaching the prison service agreements.

ANSWER:
I am advised as follows:
Information relating to parts (a) - (h) of the question is publicly available. The Auditor General of Victoria provided
a detailed review of the performance breaches committed by Corrections Corporation of Australia Pty Ltd, while it
was the contractor for the Metropolitan Women’s Correction Centre and the action taken by the Department of
Justice.
The Correctional Services Commissioner also released a report titled ‘Metropolitan Women’s Correctional
Centre’s Compliance with its Contractual Obligations and Prison Service Agreement’ dated 13 September 2000.
Both the Auditor General’s Report and the Correctional Services Commissioner’s report were tabled in Parliament.
With regard to part (i) of the question, a total of $551,300 was withheld from Corrections Corporation Australia’s
Performance Linked fee for the management of the Metropolitan Women’s Corrections Centre from 1996/97 to
1999/00. The annual fees withheld were:
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$137,800
$ 69,000
$137,800
$206,700
$551,300

Corrections: prisoners and staff
1807.

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
Melbourne Assessment Prison, HM Prison Tarrengower, HM Prison Won Wron, Fulham Correctional
Centre, Dame Phyllis Frost Centre and Port Phillip Prison:
(a)

What was the actual average cost of keeping a prisoner between 1 January 2004 and 30 April
2004.

(b)

Under what circumstances were prisoners granted compassionate leave.

(c)

How many full-time, casual and full-time equivalent staff were employed as at 1 January 2004
and 30 April 2004, respectively.

(d)

What was the average staff to prisoner ratio as at 1 January 2004 and 30 April 2004, respectively.

ANSWER:
I am advised as follows:
(a)

The actual average cost of keeping a prisoner was $74,449. Information relating to the cost per prisoner for
private prisons - Fulham Correctional Centre / Port Phillip Prison, is commercial in confidence and therefore
not specified.

(b)

Corrections Victoria does not grant “compassionate leave” to prisoners. However, Corrections can issue a
“Corrections Administration Permit”. Permits may be issued to assist in the administration of justice, attend to
health requirements, attend a funeral or visit a close family member in the case of serious illness. Data
collection systems do not differentiate between the types of Corrections Administration Permits. It would
require an unreasonable diversion of Corrections Victoria’s resources to research and answer this aspect of
the question.

(c)

The information is as follows:
Prison Staff Employed as at 1 January 2004 and 30 April 2004
Full Time
Part Time
Total
1-Jan-04
Casual Staff
Staff
Staff
Staff
TOTAL
1154
37
103
1294
30-Apr-04
TOTAL

Full Time
Staff
1146

Part Time
Staff
30

Casual Staff
107

Total
Staff
1283

Note:
Staffing numbers are based on the end of month reporting for December 2003 and April 2004.
For Full Time Equivalent purposes, casual staff numbers are calculated on hours worked for
the reporting period.
Staff numbers are not available for Port Phillip Prison and Fulham Correctional Centre, which
are both private prisons.

Full Time
Equivalent
1235.2
Full Time
Equivalent
1224.3
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The information is as follows:
Ratio of Prison Staff to Prisoners as at 1 January 2004 and 30 April 2004
TOTAL

1-Jan-04
1:1.7

30-Apr-04
1:1.7

Note:
Ratio of staff to prisoners is not available for Port Phillip Prison
and Fulham Correctional Centre, which are both private prisons.

Resources: Mining and Environment Advisory Committee — advertising
2197.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Resources: In relation to the
Mining and Environment 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:
The Mining and Environment Advisory Committee did not undertake any advertising between 1 July 2002 and 30
June 2003.
In answering this question, I point out that questions of this sort which appear to be computer generated use
departmental time and resources.
The large volume of such questions which do not appear to be based on any prior research or genuine concern but
on a scattergun approach not only cost taxpayers' money and tie up resources but also delay answers to genuine
requests.

Resources: Quarry Managers Advisory Panel — advertising
2207.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Resources: In relation to the
Quarry Managers Advisory Panel’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:
The Quarry Managers Advisory Panel did not undertake any advertising between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003.
In answering this question, I point out that questions of this sort which appear to be computer generated use
departmental time and resources.
The large volume of such questions which do not appear to be based on any prior research or genuine concern but
on a scattergun approach not only cost taxpayers' money and tie up resources but also delay answers to genuine
requests.
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Arts: State Library of Victoria — monographs in series purchases
4696.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): What was the total number of purchases made by the State Library of Victoria of Monographs
in Series in 1998-99, 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

ANSWER:
State Library of Victoria acquisitions statistics, including information about numbers of purchases in specific
categories, are available in Library Board of Victoria annual reports.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — monographs in series purchases
4697.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): What was the total expenditure on purchases made by the State Library of Victoria of
Monographs in Series in 1998-99, 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

ANSWER:
The total expenditure on purchases made by the State Library of Victoria of Monographs in Series in 1998-99,
1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03 was $84,871, $76,866, $93,157, $65,870 and $82,388 respectively.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — rare book purchases
4698.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): What was the total number of purchases made by the State Library of Victoria of Rare Books
in 1998-99, 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

ANSWER:
State Library of Victoria acquisitions statistics, including information about numbers of purchases in specific
categories, are available in Library Board of Victoria annual reports.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — manuscript purchases
4700.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): What was the total number of purchases made by the State Library of Victoria of Manuscripts
in 1998-99, 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

ANSWER:
State Library of Victoria acquisitions statistics, including information about numbers of purchases in specific
categories, are available in Library Board of Victoria annual reports.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — manuscript purchases
4701.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): What was the total expenditure on purchases made by the State Library of Victoria of
Manuscripts in 1998-99, 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

ANSWER:
The total expenditure on purchases made by the State Library of Victoria of Manuscripts in 1998-99, 1999-2000,
2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, was $38,737; $131,015; $79,954; $75,399 and $95,775 respectively.
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Arts: State Library of Victoria — La Trobe rare book purchases
4704.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): What was the total number of purchases made by the State Library of Victoria for La Trobe
Rare Books in 1998-99, 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively

ANSWER:
State Library of Victoria acquisitions statistics, including information about numbers of purchases in specific
categories, are available in Library Board of Victoria annual reports.

Environment: City West Water — advertising and credit card expenditure
4724.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to City West Water:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately be asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer the question in that
capacity.
(1)

$1,427,200.

(2)

Nil.

Environment: Yarra Valley Water Ltd — advertising and credit card expenditure
4725.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Yarra Valley Water Ltd:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately be asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer the question in that
capacity.
(1)

$2,164,232.

(2)

Nil.

Planning: Building Appeals Board — advertising and credit card expenditure
4749.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Building Appeals Board:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.
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What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Nil.

(2)

Nil.

Planning: Building Practitioners Board — advertising and credit card expenditure
4751.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Building Practitioners Board:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Nil.

(2)

Nil.

Planning: Building Regulations Advisory Committee — advertising and credit card expenditure
4752.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Building Regulations Advisory Committee:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Nil.

(2)

Nil.

Planning: Heritage Council — advertising and credit card expenditure
4753.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Heritage Council:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$28,137.64.
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Nil.

Planning: National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust — advertising and credit card
expenditure
4757.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust:
(1)

What was the advertising expenditure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the credit card expenditure in 2003-04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust ceased to exist in 1995.

Arts: Community Support Fund
4902.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): In relation to the Community Support Fund and the Arts:
(1)

What is the total amount of money that the Community Support Fund provided to the Arts in
2004-05.

(2)

What is the total amount of money that the Community Support Fund will provide the Arts in
2005-06.

(3)

What are the names of the Arts groups that will be the recipients of this funding from the
Community Support Fund in 2005-06.

(4)

What is the amount of money that each of these Arts groups will be receiving from the
Community Support Fund in 2005-06.

ANSWER:
The Community Support Fund provided $4,510,000 to the Arts in 2004-05
The Community Support Fund will provide approximately $5,590,000 to the Arts in 2005-06

Attorney-General: Judicial College of Victoria — communications staff
5042.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Judicial College of Victoria are engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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As the financial year had not lapsed at the date the question was asked, accurate figures can only be provided as at
the date the question was posted (17 June 2005). With reference to officers engaged in communications in the
Judicial College of Victoria as at 17 June 2005, the answers to the questions are:
(1)

Nil.

(2)

Not applicable.

(3)

Not applicable.

Attorney-General: Legal Practice Board — communications staff
5043.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Legal Practice Board are engaged in communications, including public,
corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As the financial year had not lapsed at the date the question was asked, accurate figures can only be provided as at
the date the question was posted (17 June 2005). With reference to officers engaged in communications in the
Legal Practice Board as at 17 June 2005, the answers to the questions are:
(1)

Nil.

(2)

Not applicable.

(3)

Not applicable.

Attorney-General: Municipal Electoral Tribunal — communications staff
5044.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Municipal Electoral Tribunal are engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As the financial year had not lapsed at the date the question was asked, accurate figures can only be provided as at
the date the question was posted (17 June 2005). With reference to officers engaged in communications in the
Municipal Electoral Tribunal as at 17 June 2005, the answers to the questions are:
(1)

Nil.
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Attorney-General: Victorian Law Reform Commission — communications staff
5050.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Victorian Law Reform Commission are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As the financial year had not lapsed at the date the question was asked, accurate figures can only be provided as at
the date the question was posted (17 June 2005). With reference to officers engaged in communications in the
Victorian Law Reform Commission as at 17 June 2005, the answers to the questions are:
(1)

One

(2)

VPS Grade 5 ($63,678 - $77,046)

(3)

Communications Officer

Planning: Building Advisory Committee — communications staff
5197.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Building Advisory Committee at Werribee are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2005, the Building Advisory Committee had no dedicated communications officers.

Planning: Building Appeals Board — communications staff
5198.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Building Appeals Board at Werribee are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.
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What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2005, the Building Appeals Board had no dedicated communications officers.

Planning: Building Commission — communications staff
5199.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Building Commission are engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

As at 30 June 2005, 3.5 staff (full time equivalent) were employed by the Building Commission in
communications roles.

(2)

The salary bands of these officers ranged from $43,762 to $93,359.

(3)

The job titles of these officers were Manager Marketing and Public Relations, Communications Coordinator,
Marketing and Public Relations Officer, Director Strategic Communications and Director Development and
Consumer Services.

Planning: Plumbing Industry Commission — communications staff
5204.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Plumbing Industry Commission are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2005, the Plumbing Industry Commission had no dedicated communications officers.

Planning: Surveyors Board — communications staff
5205.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2005:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
986

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 14 September 2005

(1)

How many officers in the Surveyors Board are engaged in communications, including public,
corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2005, the Surveyors Board had no dedicated communications officers.

Planning: Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Pty Ltd — communications staff
5243.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA— To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Pty Ltd are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities and should more appropriately be directed to the
responsible Minister.

Education services: Victorian College of the Arts-University of Melbourne amalgamation
5265.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Education Services):
(1)

Does the Government support the proposed amalgamation of the Victorian College of the Arts
and the University of Melbourne.

(2)

What are the reasons for the Government’s response to this issue.

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

Education services: Victorian College of the Arts — funding
5266.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Education Services): How much funding has the Government (through the Education portfolio) given to
the Victorian College of the Arts in 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002, 2002-2003, 2003-2004 and
2004-2005, respectively.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities and should be directed to the Minister for Education
and Training.

Aged care: Kingston Centre Nursing Home
5289.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: In relation to the Kingston
Centre Nursing Home:
(1)

How many times has the Minister visited the Nursing Home.

(2)

Will the Minister guarantee that the nursing home will achieve the Building Certification
Standards for 2008 regarding privacy and space.

(3)

What is the total cost outlay required to guarantee that the nursing home will achieve the Building
Certification Standards for 2008 regarding privacy and space.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
1.

I have visited the Kingston Centre on two occasions.

2.

According to the current timelines used in the planning for the redevelopment of the Kingston Centre Nursing
Home, all relevant standards will be met.

3.

The total costs for the redevelopment have not yet been determined, as the feasibility study is currently being
developed.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
988

COUNCIL

Thursday, 15 September 2005

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, 15 September 2005
Transport: suburban train services
1724.

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

How many malfunctions of traffic lights installed in conjunction with railway boom
barriers/flashing lights occurred between 1 March and 4 May 2004.

(b)

What was the longest delay applying between reporting to the VicRoads call centre, VicTrack
switchboard or M>Train or Connex and the traffic lights and boom barriers returning to normal
operation.

(c)

At how many locations in — (i) metropolitan Melbourne; and (ii) more than 60 km from the
Melbourne GPO, are such combined traffic light/railway boom barriers or flashing lights
installations.

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

Between 1 March and 4 May 2004, there were 178 reports received by VicRoads regarding malfunctions of
traffic lights installed in conjunction with boom barriers/flashing lights.

(b)

Reports are recorded as jobs in a VicRoads database. The jobs are kept open in the database until a
maintenance contractor has undertaken any required remedial action and closed the job off. The job closure
may occur some time after the remedial action was undertaken. Information regarding the actual time of
repair/remedial action is retained by the maintenance contractor. As a result, for the reason stated above,
information relating to time to re-instate traffic light operation is not readily available from VicRoads records.
There is no record of a boom barrier not operating normally during any traffic signal malfunction.

(c)

In metropolitan Melbourne, there are 64 locations of traffic lights installed in conjunction with railway boom
barriers/flashing lights. There are a further 5 located more than 60 kilometres from the GPO.

Transport: Southern and Eastern Integrated Transport Authority — staff
1726.

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

How many staff were employed — (i) part time; (ii) full time; and (iii) on a casual basis, at the
Southern and Eastern Integrated Transport Authority on 4 May 2004.

(b)

What is the expected total for remuneration expenses of staff at the Authority in — (i) 2003-04;
and (ii) 2004-05, and how much had been expended in remuneration expenses to 4 May 2004.

(c)

What is the expected number of staff employed on a — (i) part time; (ii) full time; and (iii) casual
basis, over 2004-05.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that
1.

As at 4 May 2004 the following numbers of staff were employed at the Southern and Eastern Integrated
Transport Authority (SEITA):
(a) 4 part-time employees;
(b) 27 full-time employees;
(c) no casual employees.
These figures include Department of Infrastructure secondees.

2.

The expected total for remuneration expenses of staff (salaries and superannuation) at SEITA is:
(a) 2003-04 financial year: $2,056,500;
(b) 2004-05 financial year: $3,369,900.

3.

A total of $1,581,085 has been expended in remuneration expenses of staff (salaries and superannuation) at
SEITA for the 2003-04 financial year up to 01 May 2004.

4.

During 2004-2005, the anticipated number of staff employed by SEITA will be:
(a) 5 part-time employees;
(b) 30 full-time employees;
(c) no casual employees.

Transport: VicTrack — stress-related leave
1865.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to staff members of VicTrack 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:
(i)

39.26 days were taken.

(ii)

$6823.60 was the estimated cost.

(iii) one person was involved.

Transport: VicRoads — advertising
2104.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to VicRoads’ 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:
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I am advised VicRoads has not entered into any contract for advertising from 1 July 2002 to 30 June 2003
In this period, VicRoads booked the following advertising through the two agencies that place and co-ordinate
advertising for all Government departments and agencies.
Details of VicRoads advertising for the period 1 July 2002 – 30 June 2003
Question on notice No 2104 Legislative Council
Booking agency
HMA Blaze
–
used for
single
advertisements
only

Booking agency
Optimedia

Purpose

Duration

Routine administrative matters such
as employment advertisements,
tender and contract advertisements,
advice on road works and public
information meetings.

Purpose
1.
‘Slow Down In Town’

Published

Advertisements
appeared in
newspapers from 1
July 2002 to 30 June
2003

Duration
March – June 2003

Advertisements
were published in
The Age, Herald
Sun and regional
newspapers, where
appropriate,
throughout Victoria

Published/Broadcast
Regional newspapers in Victoria.

Transport: VicTrack — advertising
2107.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to VicTrack’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:
VicTrack has not awarded any contracts for advertising or promotion of its business or operations.

Transport: City Circle Tram Promotion Committee — advertising
2108.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the City Circle Tram Promotion 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:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
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There have been no advertisements paid for by the City Circle Tram Promotional Committee.

Transport: Victorian Bicycle Advisory Committee — advertising
2112.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Bicycle 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:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
The Victorian Bicycle Advisory Council (VBAC) does not undertake any advertising.

Transport: Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council — advertising
2116.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Road 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 the answer is:
The Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council (VBAC) did not undertake any advertising during 2002-03.

Transport: Marine Safety Victoria — media research and public opinion polling
2329.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to Marine 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.
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Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Marine Safety Victoria has conducted two research consultancies involving media or public opinion since 1
January 2002.
Consultancy 1
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

Life Jacket and Boat Operator Licensing Campaigns Evaluation.
September 2002, 5 month duration.
$25,900 (comprising two projects, $16,000 and $9,900).
Quantum Research Pty Ltd.
No. Quantum Research was engaged from an approved panel of suppliers established by the Department of
Premier and Cabinet (DPC).
A final report of the findings and recommendations was submitted to Marine Safety Victoria.
Two communications campaigns were undertaken, viz Life Jackets Save Lives and Recreational Boat
Operator Licensing.

Consultancy 2
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

Hire and Drive Operators Research.
February 2003, 2 month duration.
$6,000.
Quantum Research Pty Ltd.
No. Quantum Research was engaged from an approved panel of suppliers established by the Department of
Premier and Cabinet (DPC).
A final report of the findings and recommendations was submitted to Marine Safety Victoria.
Marine Safety Victoria has used the findings in the development of the draft Hire and Drive Regulations
2004.

Transport: VicRoads — media research and public opinion polling
2335.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to VicRoads’ 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:
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The following media research and public opinion polling has been undertaken by VicRoads since 1 January 2002:
School Speed Zones
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)

Awareness and Understanding of Speed Limits Near Schools
February 2004
$14,500
Sweeney Research
No tender
No recommendations made
Findings will be used to develop proposed future school speed zone publicity campaign.

Road Safety Issues
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)

Key Road Safety Issues
13 June 2002 till 30 June 2002
$19,600
Nexus
Yes
No recommendations made
Findings were used to monitor various road safety programs/projects/issues and will also be used as input into
planning of future road safety programs.

Learner Drivers
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)

Learner Driver Monitor
26 April 2004 to 30 June 2004
$35,340
The Roy Morgan Research Centre
Yes
Report not completed
Report not completed.

Early Childhood Baseline Study
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)

Early Childhood Baseline Study
9 October 2002 to 20 December 2002.
$29,000
Research International (Australia)
Yes
No recommendations made.
The findings will be used as a baseline for comparison when a second study is undertaken.

Evaluation of Safe Routes to Schools
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)

Evaluation of Safe Routes to Schools – Behavioural Analysis
29 May 2002 to 27 September 2002
$38,000
ARRB Transport Research
Yes
None
It is proposed to communicate the findings to local government, school communities and road safety partners.
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Traffic Safety Education
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)

g)

Conduct and Report on Traffic Safety Education Market Research
15 May 2003 to 30 June 2003
$14900
GDP Consultancy
No
Recommendations to match resources to stages of schooling, to develop resources for educators, parents, and
the provision of professional development support will be considered in the development of future traffic
safety education resources.
No actions undertaken as yet.

2003 Registration and Licensing Customer Satisfaction Survey
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)

Registration & Licensing Customer Satisfaction Survey
March 2003 to April 2003
$47,600
Wallis Consulting Group
Yes
No recommendation made.
The findings have been used to assist in addressing customer service issues in a range of areas associated with
the Registration and Licensing business.

Market Testing of Victorian Motorcycle Handbook Stage One
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)

Market Testing of Victorian Rider Handbook Stage One
$14,960
Kerryn Alexander Research
No
Recommendations made include suggested changes to the handbooks format, layout and content for
improved customer understanding and ease of use and suggestions for promotion and ongoing sales.
Recommendations were reviewed and implemented as appropriate.

Market Testing of Victorian Motorcycle Handbook Stage Two
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)

Market Testing of Victorian Rider Handbook Stage Two
$14,950
Kerryn Alexander Research
No
Recommendations made include suggested changes to the handbooks format, layout and content for
improved customer understanding and ease of use.
Recommendations were reviewed and implemented as appropriate.

Light Trailer Pack
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)

Market testing of VicRoads light trailer pack
February 2004 to March 2004
$14,600
Kerryn Alexander Research
No
Sixty-seven recommendations regarding changes to the format, content and use of VicRoads Light Trailer
Pack for improved customer service.
Recommendations being reviewed and implemented as appropriate.
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Customer Expectation Research
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)

Customer Expectation Research
16 January 2004 to 5 April 2004
$21,050
DBM Consultants Pty Ltd
Yes
Recommendations include improving the functionality of the website, simplifying automated prompts for
telephone services, identification of gaps between customer expectations and VicRoads service.
The findings have been used to assist in addressing customer service issues across the organisation,
specifically in the Customer Service Centres and Call Centres.

Online Customer Research
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)

Online Customer Research
5 January 2004 to 26 May 2004
$39,240
Sinclair Knight Mertz
Yes
Recommendations include increasing the awareness and functionality of the VicRoads website.
The findings are being considered in the redesign of the VicRoads website.

Licensees’ Package
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)

Market research of advertising concepts related to intoxicated pedestrians
June 2003
$15,000
Kerryn Alexander Research
No tender
Recommendations made include types of messages to licensees and patrons of licensed premises regarding
responsible serving of alcohol and intoxication, road safety messages and communication channels.
Development of a local government pedestrian safety package including programs and resources addressing
intoxicated pedestrians.

Motorcycle Practice Guidelines
a)
b)
c)
d).
e)
f)
g)

Focus group testing
November 2002
Less than $15,000
Kerryn Alexander Research
No tender
Recommendations as to content and layout of Discover Safe Riding practice guidelines resource
Development of Discover Safe Riding practice guidelines resource

Transport: Victorian Bicycle Advisory Committee — media research and public opinion polling
2344.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Bicycle 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.
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(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, 15 September 2005

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Victorian Bicycle Advisory Council (VBAC) has not conducted any media research or public opinion polling
since January 2002.

Transport: Victorian Motorcycle Advisory Council — media research and public opinion polling
2346.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Motorcycle 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 :
The Victorian Motorcycle Advisory Council (VMAC) has not conducted any media research or public opinion
polling since January 2002.

Transport: Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council — media research and public opinion polling
2348.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Road 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.
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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.

997

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
No media research nor public opinion polling was conducted.

Transport: Spencer Street Station Authority — capital works funding
2563.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Spencer Street Station 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.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Major Spencer Street Station Authority Capital Projects approved and achieved were:
1.

Subway toilets refurbishment

2.

Concourse Customer Service refurbishment

3.

Fitout Level 15, Transport House, 589 Collins Street Melbourne

Transport: VicRoads — capital works funding
2565.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to VicRoads’ 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:
There were 315 priority major projects approved in 2002-03 of which 302 (96%) have been completed, 9
continuing and 4 withdrawn.
Refer to the attached documents for a detailed listing of projects.
Road System Management
Description

Attachment 1
TEC
$000's

Completed

307

Y

1,919

Y

Euroa-Mansfield Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (8256 sq.m.), 23.91km - 25.2km,

301

Y

Murray Valley Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (11290 sq.m.), 4km - 5.1km,

245

Y

Melba Highway, Pavement Rehabilitation (19200 sq.m.), 104.14km - 106.54km, Yea
Dookie-Shepparton Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (13000 sq.m.), 25.96km - 27.69km, Railway Line to
Monash St
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TEC
$000's

Completed

Mcivor Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (2982 sq.m.), 155.23km - 155.44km, S of Mitchell to Short St

323

Y

Bendigo-Murchison Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (10395 sq.m.), 82.34km - 83.99km, West of Anderson
Road

128

Y

Heathcote-Kyneton Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (5600 sq.m.), 10.6km - 11.5km,

162

Y

Northern Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (18056 sq.m.), 101km - 103.4km, South of Heathcote

484

Y

Camperdown-Lismore Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (12152 sq.m.), 36.04km - 38km, South-West of
Lismore Township

221

Y

Cobden-Stoneyford Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (16252 sq.m.), 18.38km - 20.77km, West of Princes
Highway Inter.

359

Y

Forrest-Apollo Bay Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (15543 sq.m.), 2.6km - 5.107km, South of Forrest

404

Y

Shelford-Bannockburn Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (8000 sq.m.), 19.3km - 20.3km, West of Midland Hwy

227

Y

Skenes Creek Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6212 sq.m.), 7.298km - 8.3km, East of Tanybryn

162

Y

Skenes Creek Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6212 sq.m.), 8.5km - 9.502km, East of Tanybryn

162

Y

Skenes Creek Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (8686 sq.m.), 9.702km - 11.103km, East of Tanybryn

224

Y

Princetown Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (17360 sq.m.), 17.3km - 20.1km, North of Gallum Road

404

Y

Cobden-Warrnambool Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (20336 sq.m.), 32.92km - 36.2km, Rollos Road to Reas
Road

628

Y

Hopkins Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (9294 sq.m.), 44.34km - 45.6km, 3km South of Mortlake

422

Y

Princes Hwy West, Pavement Rehabilitation (11320 sq.m.), 234.54km - 235.685km, East of Panmure

517

Y

Princes Hwy West, Pavement Rehabilitation (7420 sq.m.), 250.77km - 251.5km, West of Grauers Road,near
AllansfoRoad

331

Y

Princes Hwy West, Pavement Rehabilitation (9060 sq.m.), 266.25km - 267.03km, At Denington from the
Railway Overpass to the Merri River Bridge

390

Y

Terang-Mortlake Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (10064 sq.m.), 5.99km - 7.35km, North of Noorat

215

Y

Timboon-Port Campbell Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (13654 sq.m.), 1.9km - 4.07km, 2km South East of
Timboon

466

Y

Ballan-DaylesfoRoad Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6600 sq.m.), 19.7km - 20.7km, South of
BoundaryRoad.

177

Y

DaylesfoRoad-Trentham Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (13650 sq.m.), 6.95km - 8.9km, Bullarto

337

Y

DaylesfoRoad-Newstead Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6860 sq.m.), 11.72km - 12.7km, Clydesdale

212

Y

Geelong-Ballan Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (5280 sq.m.), 53.4km - 54.2km, South of current job

185

Y

Borung Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (15500 sq.m.), 85.1km - 87.6km, East of Warracknabeal

311

Y

Henty Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (5950 sq.m.), 240.75km - 241.6km, Byrneville

103

Y

Henty Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (7000 sq.m.), 218.2km - 219.2km, North of Horsham

151

Y

Wimmera Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (13650 sq.m.), 16.75km - 19.7km, West of Murtoa

320

Y

The Grand Ridge Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (4900 sq.m.), 13.7km - 14.48km, North of Carrajung Lower
Road

120

Y

Bass Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (4200 sq.m.), 118.7km - 119.1km, East of Kilcunda Ridge Road

167

Y

Phillip Island Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (4200 sq.m.), 8.1km - 8.48km, Philip Island side of Bridge

150

Y

Princes Hwy East, Pavement Rehabilitation (3850 sq.m.), 158.86km - 159.6km, West of Traralgon Golf
Course Entry

124

Y

Mount Baw Baw Road, Roadside Treatment, 33.76km - 33.76km, Near Tanjil Bren

196

Y

Walhalla Road, Roadside Treatment, 7.5km - 7.5km, 4km South of Walhalla

417

Y

Benalla-Winton Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (12580 sq.m.), 5.783km - 7.488km,

350

Y

Bogong High Plains Road, Roadside Treatment, Between Mount Beauty and Falls Creek

113

Y
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TEC
$000's

Completed

Murray Valley Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (6400 sq.m.), 5.1km - 5.8km, Wodonga near Army Base

119

Y

Beechworth-Wangaratta Road, Bridge Rehabilitation, 12.09km, Hodgson Creek

118

Y

Greta Road, Bridge Rehabilitation, 0.2km, One Mile Creek

170

Y

Benalla-Yarrawonga Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (14500 sq.m.), 13.47km - 15.81km, South Goorambat
Thoona Road

227

Y

Hume Link Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (3150 sq.m.), 0.464km - 0.916km, Railway Crossing & Osburn
Street

146

Y

Hume Link Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (3380 sq.m.), 0km - 0.489km, Lawrence Street - Railway Crossing

157

Y

Maroondah Hwy, Roadside Treatment, 112.5km - 112.5km, Wylies Hill Cutting

206

Y

Murchison-Violet Town Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (9600 sq.m.), 11.7km - 13.2km,

144

Y

Bendigo-Maryborough Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (8100 sq.m.), 9.2km - 9.8km,

103

Y

Mount Macedon Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (7952 sq.m.), 9km - 10.42km,

164

Y

Northern Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (1904 sq.m.), 152km - 152.28km,

104

Y

Northern Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (11094 sq.m.), 103.4km - 105km, South of Heathcote

308

Y

Borung Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (4930 sq.m.), 4.28km - 5km,

116

Y

Boort-Charlton Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (7440 sq.m.), 24.7km - 26km,

116

Y

West Gate Fwy, Periodic Bridge Maintenance, 4.57km, between Todd Road and Service Centre, toll plaza slab
remedial works

206

Y

West Gate Fwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (5760 sq.m.), Todd Road off ramp @ light pole #65 to Todd Road (
local ch. 0.00 - 0.72)

124

Y

West Gate Fwy, Periodic Bridge Maintenance, km, over Yarra River, wash and patch paint

450

Y

4,673

Y

584

Y

1,979

Y

Keilor-Melton Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (18000 sq.m.), 3.02km - 4.62km, Jackman Cres to Petrik Drive

242

Y

Macaulay Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (4750 sq.m.), 0km - 0.52km, Arden to Gracie St

180

Y

Macaulay Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (4750 sq.m.), 0.18km - 0.7km, Gracie St to Arden St

180

Y

Gisborne-Melton Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6192 sq.m.), 8.79km - 9.65km, shire boundary for 860m

303

Y

Keilor-Laverton Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (11000 sq.m.), 12.84km - 11.64km, Main Road West to Neale
Road

211

Y

Melton-Werribee Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6150 sq.m.), 12.68km - 13.5km, Middle Road to 800m
North

234

W

Dalton Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (3325 sq.m.), 2.35km - 3.05km, Kirwin Av to Burton St (South Bound)

240

Y

Merri Parade, Pavement Rehabilitation (3913 sq.m.), 0km - 0.53km, Charles St to Rucker St

369

Y

Boundary Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (19600 sq.m.), 1.2km - 2.6km, Raymond Road to Fitzgerald Road

556

Y

Western Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (2310 sq.m.), 8.71km - 9.37km, from 8.71km to Holt St - left lane only

167

Y

Melbourne-Lancefield Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (9900 sq.m.), 13.14km - 14.14km, Rolling Meadows &
Balbethan Dr

306

Y

Heaths Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (12800 sq.m.), 1.99km - 3.59km, Derrimut Road to Tarneit Road

258

Y

West Gate Fwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (8200 sq.m.), 2.25km - 2.66km, Off ramp Millers Road - Start
Millers Road bridge

164

Y

Craigieburn Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (11200 sq.m.), 0.5km - 1.5km, between Mickleham Road &
Whiteslane

248

Y

Croydon-Scoresby Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (9520 sq.m.), 9.27km - 10.39km, From Eastfield Road to
Mt.Dandenong Road

144

Y

West Gate Fwy, Periodic Bridge Maintenance, km, over Yarra River, asphalt works on steel spans
West Gate Fwy, Periodic Bridge Maintenance, km, over Yarra River, replace expansion joints on minor spans
West Gate Fwy, Periodic Bridge Maintenance, km, over Yarra River, asphalt works on approach viaducts
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Description

TEC
$000's

Completed

Centre Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (5120 sq.m.), 4.03km - 4.43km, Tucker Road - Francesco Street

309

Y

Canterbury Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (15150 sq.m.), 3.76km - 4.77km, Beatrice Ave To Godfrey Crt

234

Y

Station St, Pavement Rehabilitation (7320 sq.m.), 4.3km - 4.93km, Whitehorse Road To Severn St

113

Y

Heidelberg-Warrandyte Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (16500 sq.m.), 0.8km - 2.4km, Rosemont Dr to
Gordons Road

443

Y

Thompsons Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (17500 sq.m.), 2.05km - 3.9km, Montgomery St to Foote St

443

Y

Ballarto Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (15300 sq.m.), 8.5km - 9.9+A22km,

190

Y

Healesville - Koo Wee Rup Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (8600 sq.m.), 69.64km - 70.5km,

124

Y

Thompson Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (9000 sq.m.), 0.5km - 1.5km, 500m west of Westernport Hwy and
heading west

324

Y

Cranbourne-Frankston Road, Bridge Rehabilitation, km, over VicRail

155

Y

Canterbury Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (5600 sq.m.), 0.11km - 0.51km, Russel St to Gascoyne Street (in
bound)

103

Y

Burke Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (4970 sq.m.), 8.175km - 8.53km, Eyre Street to Birdwood street

155

Y

Croydon-Scoresby Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (20068 sq.m.), 0km - 1.73km, Ferntree Gully Road to
Burwood Hwy

414

Y

Wattletree Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (3280 sq.m.), 0.41km - 0.81km, Kooyong Road To Rail Bridge

309

Y

Frankston-Flinders Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (14423 sq.m.), 25.42km - 27.11km, 67m North Balnarring
Road to Culvert @ 27.11

282

Y

Frankston-Flinders Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6778 sq.m.), 41.75km - 42.48km, Cook St to 652m North
Stokes

126

Y

Stony Point Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (7094 sq.m.), 3.8km - 4.6km, Campbell St to Point Road

132

Y

Gembrook Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (11160 sq.m.), 4.76km - 6.56km, Mann Road to Boyd Road

287

Y

Gembrook Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (17050 sq.m.), 2.01km - 4.76km, Harvie Road to Mann Road

439

Y

Princes Hwy East, Bridge Rehabilitation, Punt Road over Princes Hwy East eastbound carriageway at St Kilda
Junction.

261

Y

Maroondah Hwy, Roadside Treatment, 74.99km - 74.99km, Batter Stabilisation

113

Y

Maroondah Hwy, Roadside Treatment, 76.27km - 76.27km, Batter Stabilisation

124

Y

Mount Dandenong Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (18000 sq.m.), 0.95km - 3.58km, Dublin Road to Wicklow
Ave

294

Y

Eltham-Yarra Glen Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (1700 sq.m.), 0km - 0.17km, Nth of Melba intersection

144

Y

Princes Hwy West, Pavement Rehabilitation (8400 sq.m.), 74.3km - 75.3km, Myers St. to Sharp St. in Geelong

227

Y

Belmont-Corio Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (8120 sq.m.), 8.32km - 9.02km, b/n Cowies Ck & Sparks Road

117

Y

Cobden-Port Campbell Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (8866 sq.m.), 2.7km - 5.03km, South of Cobden
Township

323

Y

Colac-Ballarat Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6000 sq.m.), 52.6km - 53.5km, Nth of Hamilton Hwy

148

Y

Darlington Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (24585 sq.m.), 16.37km - 23.82km, Narrow Seal Sth of Darlington

439

Y

Deans Marsh-Lorne Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (19000 sq.m.), 12.15km - 15.26km, Benwerrin to Lorne

202

Y

Deans Marsh-Lorne Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (21500 sq.m.), 15.26km - 18.9km, Benwerrin to Lorne

218

Y

Deans Marsh-Lorne Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (22000 sq.m.), 18.9km - 22.54km, Last 3.6km South to the
Great Ocean Road in Lorne.

284

Y

Deans Marsh-Lorne Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (8200 sq.m.), 10.78km - 12.15km, Benwerrin Section

135

Y

Forrest-Apollo Bay Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6840 sq.m.), 8.421km - 9.524km, South of Barramunga

178

Y

Foxhow Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6510 sq.m.), 14.46km - 15.51km, 3km North-East of Gnarpurt Road

138

Y

Great Ocean Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (17973 sq.m.), 263km - 265km, East of Princetown

453

Y
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Great Ocean Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6360 sq.m.), 186.44km - 187.05km, HaRoady St to McLarenPde,
Apollo Bay.

114

Y

Hamilton Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (13756 sq.m.), 61.5km - 63.37km, East of Cressy - Shelford Road.

124

Y

Lismore-Scarsdale Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (7600 sq.m.), 37.41km - 38.41km, South of GoldenLake
Road

195

Y

Lismore-Skipton Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6900 sq.m.), 14.62km - 16.92km, South of Mingay

143

Y

Princes Hwy West, Pavement Rehabilitation (5095 sq.m.), 109.381km - 109.868km, Winchelsea

108

Y

Princes Hwy West, Pavement Rehabilitation (8685 sq.m.), 143.8km - 144.661km, East of Colac-Ballarat Road

134

Y

Princetown Road, Roadside Treatment, 4.3km - 4.6km, Bowman's Slip - 4.5km North of the Great Ocean
Road

129

Y

Dunkeld-Cavendish Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (9300 sq.m.), 12.99km - 14.49km, West of Dunkeld

229

Y

Macarthur-Penshurst Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (9150 sq.m.), 8.47km - 10.45km, East of Phillips Road

288

Y

Myamyn-Macarthur Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (8092 sq.m.), 9.2km - 10.39km, East of Myamyn - Shire
Boundary

200

Y

Natimuk-Hamilton Road, Periodic Bridge Maintenance, 62.08km, Mathers Creek in Balmoral

134

Y

Portland-Nelson Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6120 sq.m.), 58.6km - 59.5km, 6Km East of Nelson

170

Y

Hendy Main Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (14830 sq.m.), 10.6km - 13.17km, Vickerys to Brushfields Road

259

Y

Princes Hwy West, Pavement Rehabilitation (5044 sq.m.), 78.46km - 77.9km, Surfcoast Hwy to Breakwater
Road. Belmont

135

Y

Surfcoast Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (6530 sq.m.), 17.4km - 16.65km, South of Grossmans Road. in
Torquay

156

Y

Surfcoast Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (9275 sq.m.), 16.925km - 18.125km, South of Darian Road. in
Torquay

248

Y

AyresfoRoad Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (8686 sq.m.), 19.12km - 20.53km, 1.6km South of Dingey Road

233

Y

Cobden-Port Campbell Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (4760 sq.m.), 18.58km - 19.28km, South of Timboon Colac Road

215

Y

Cobden-Warrnambool Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (5187 sq.m.), 40.95km - 41.66km, East of Great Ocean
Road

145

Y

Great Ocean Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6445 sq.m.), 330.65km - 331.52km, East of Childers Cove Road.

175

Y

Timboon-Colac Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (15376 sq.m.), 27.3km - 29.82km, West of Shire Boundary

504

Y

Timboon-Colac Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (5828 sq.m.), 23.25km - 24.19km, East of LaversHill-Cobden
Road

127

Y

Warrnambool-Caramut Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (5500 sq.m.), 20.09km - 20.7km, North from Koroit
Woolsthorpe Road.

161

Y

Myrniong-Trentham Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (5940 sq.m.), 1.2km - 2.1km, Adjacent to FowlersLane

160

Y

Geelong-Bacchus Marsh Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (8580 sq.m.), 32.6km - 33.9km, North of Boundary

204

Y

Ballarat-Maryborough Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (6230 sq.m.), 48.09km - 48.98km, Bond St to Lexton
Talbot Road

171

Y

Dunach-Eddington Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (8382 sq.m.), 15.06km - 16.33km, Commercial to
Rodborough Road

174

Y

Glenelg Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (7000 sq.m.), 186.4km - 187.4km, Streatham

139

Y

Pyrenees Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (10540 sq.m.), 109.3km - 111km, Eversley

229

Y

Borung Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (14000 sq.m.), 95km - 97km, East of Warracknabeal

288

Y

Borung Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (9300 sq.m.), 83km - 84.5km, East of Warracknabeal

185

Y

Donald-Murtoa Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (18810 sq.m.), 32km - 34.85km, 2 km north east of Minyip

352

Y

Glenelg Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (8140 sq.m.), 195.6km - 196.7km, Westmere

163

Y

Natimuk-Hamilton Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (15000 sq.m.), 22.7km - 25.2km, Near Jallumba

255

Y
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Serviceton North-Telopea Downs Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (14260 sq.m.), 9.3km - 11.6km,

178

Y

Stawell-Warracknabeal Road, Pavement Rehabilitation (8580 sq.m.), 80.7km - 82km, 10 km south of
Warracknabeal

161

Y

Wimmera Hwy, Pavement Rehabilitation (10584 sq.m.), 377km - 378.89km, East Of Edenhope

195

Y

Ballarat - Maryborough Road (39.6km. to 39.8km.) - Bridge Strengthening - Brasaschi's scour near Dunach

91

Y

Boort-Wycheproof Rd (18.3km. to 18.4km.) - Bridge Replacement - Waranga-Mallee Channel, Catumnal

437

Y

Bridgewater-Maldon Rd Sec 1 (25.3km. to 0.0km.) - Bridge Replacement - North of Bendigo - Maryborough
Main Road

487

Y

Casterton-Edenhope Road (44.9km. to 45.4km.) - Bridge Strengthening - Glenelg River Crossing.

1971

Y

Chiltern-Howlong Rd (0.1km. to 0.2km.) Remove Mass Limit by installing concrete box culverts, over main
drain in Chiltern

104

Y

Colac-Ballarat Rd (87.2km. to 87.3km.) - Bridge Strengthening - unnamed watercourse North of Princes Hwy
West.

110

Y

Combienbar Road Sec 1 (5.8km. to 5.8km.) - Bridge Construction - Bridge Strengthening - Pyramid Creek.

500

Y

Combienbar Road Sec 1 (7.4km. to 7.5km.) - Bridge Strengthening - Bridge Strengthening - Bemm River.

570

Y

Daylesford-Newstead Rd (9.8km. to 10.3km.) - Bridge Strengthening - Yandiot Creek Bridge - Clydesdale

401

Y

Drouin-Korumburra Rd (0.1km. to 0.1km.) - Bridge Strengthening - Main South Rd Rail Bridge.

300

W

Dunolly-Eddington Rd (9.2km. to 10.2km.) - Bridge Rehabilitation - Bet Bet Creek, Eddington

2100

C

Euroa Main Rd (2.4km. to 0.0km.) - Bridge Strengthening - SN0801, Deck overlay over Castle Creek, Euroa,
to remove mass limit

210

C

Euroa-Shepparton Rd (28.9km. to 29.0km.) - Bridge Widening - Karramomus North

610

Y

Gisborne-Kilmore Rd (6.9km. to 7.5km.) - Bridge Replacement - Rail Overpass, Riddells Creek.

2400

C

Heathcote-Rochester Rd (14.0km. to 14.1km.) - Bridge Replacement - Ladys Creek

653

Y

Murray Valley Hwy Sec 7 (76.8km. to 76.8km.) - Bridge Strengthening - Heywood Lakes Inlet

282

Y

Murray Valley Hwy Sec 7 (76.9km. to 77.0km.) - Bridge Strengthening - Heywood Lakes Inlet

290

Y

Shelford-Bannockburn Rd (10.6km. to 10.6km.) - Bridge Strengthening.

140

Y

Stawell-Avoca - Bridge Strengthening - SN4591 - Batcocks Scour

200

W

Traralgon-Maffra Rd Sec 1 (49.5km. to 49.6km.) - Bridge Strengthening - Boggy Creek.

640

Y

Wattletree Rd, bridge over Diamond Creek

320

Y

Wimmera Hwy Sec 3 (162.4km. to 162.4km.) - Bridge Replacement - West of Tarnagulla

200

Y

Woolsthorpe-Heywood Rd (30.4km. to 30.4km.) - Bridge Strengthening - Kangaroo Creek.

130

Y

Woolsthorpe-Heywood Rd (46.8km. to 46.8km.) - Bridge Strengthening - Lindsays Bridge over the Eumerella
River at Bessiebelle

205

Y

Y = Completed
C = Continuing
W = Withdrawn
TOTAL NO. OF PROJECTS

164
3
3
170

Road Safety
Descriptions

SOUTH GIPPSLAND HWY North of Shingler Street (ch 129.5 to ch 130km), LEONGATHA. Blackspot
Treatment

Attachment 2
TEC
$000's

Completed

118

Y
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GREAT ALPINE RD Ch 159.5km to Ch 165.5km (5.6km length), COBUNGRA HILL. Blackspot Treatment

180

Y

GEELONG - BALLAN ROAD Anakie Road - Robbs Road, SUTHERLAND CREEK. Blackspot Treatment

150

Y

MIDLAND HWY Jasmine St/ Waiora Ave, HAMLYN HEIGHTS. Blackspot Treatment

245

Y

MELBOURNE- LANCEFIELD RD Gisborne - Kilmore Rd to Kilmore-Lancefield Rd, LANCEFIELD to
MONEGEETA. Blackspot Treatment

1030

C

MURRAY VALLEY HWY Ch 217.1km - Ch 223.2km (6.1km length), TONGALA, EAST of ECHUCA.
Blackspot Treatment

621

Y

MIDLAND HWY Pasley St to Stephenson St, HUNTLY. Blackspot Treatment

159

Y

FERNTREE GULLY RD Lum Rd, WHEELERS HILL Blackspot Treatment

100

Y

POINT NEPEAN RD Bittern-Dromana Rd / Marine Dve, DROMANA Blackspot Treatment

226

Y

HEIDELBERG - WARRRANDYTE ROAD (PARKER ST) Ruffey St, TEMPLESTOWE Blackspot
Treatment

288

Y

110.3

Y

BELL STREET Victoria Street, PRESTON Blackspot Treatment

142

Y

PLENTY ROAD Albert Street / Bolderwood Parade, RESERVOIR Blackspot Treatment

117

Y

DERRIMUT ROAD Heaths Rd, HOPPERS CROSSING Blackspot Treatment

205

Y

ST KILDA RD High St/Lorne St, MELBOURNE Blackspot Treatment

143

Y

KINGS ROAD Taylors Rd, ST ALBANS Blackspot Treatment

116

Y

CHURCHILL PARK DRIVE Police Road to Bergins Road, ROWVILLE Blackspot Treatment

191

Y

JOHN ST William St East, LILYDALE Blackspot Treatment

267

Y

ALAMEIN ROAD Pacific Drive, HEIDELBERG WEST. Blackspot Treatment

126

Y

MALLEE HWY 101.9 km to 102.2 km, 108.2km to 111.2 km, 128.6 km to 129.2km, 160.5 km to 163.1 km,
195.5 km to 196.0 km, Total 7 km of Mallee both sides Blackspot Treatment

380

Y

MYRNIONG-TRENTHAM RD Hastings Rd to Long Gully Rd (4.0km to 8.3km), GREENDALE. Blackspot
Treatment

210

Y

BACCHUS MARSH-GISBORNE RD- LERDERDERG GORGE ROAD to Diggers Rest-Coimadai Road,
BACCHUS MARSH. Blackspot Treatment

200

Y

BACCHUS MARSH RD Western Fwy - Pearce St, BACCHUS MARSH. Blackspot Treatment

110

Y

BALLAN-DAYLESFORD RD O'Connors Lane to South Conroy Lane (1.9km to 9.0km),
BALLAN/BUNDING. Blackspot Treatment.

258

Y

MALLEE HWY Forsyths Road (205.1km to 207.3km), MURRAYVILLE. Blackspot Treatment

200

Y

BALLARAT-BUNINYONG RD Elsworth Street, BALLARAT. Blackspot Treatment

420

Y

CORIO QUAY RD (Bayside Road) 500m south of Station St, NORTH SHORE. Blackspot Treatment

155

Y

BARWON HEADS RD Boundary Road, CONNEWARRE. Blackspot Treatment

125

Y

FYANSFORD-GHERINGHAP RD b/n Hamilton Hwy and Friend In hand Rd, FYANSFORD. Blackspot
Treatment

185

Y

PRINCES HWY WEST Darlington Road, GNOTUK. Blackspot Treatment

145

Y

BARWON HEADS - Ocean Grove (Orton Street) Wallington Road, OCEAN GROVE. Blackspot Treatment.

400

Y

ROKEWOOD-SKIPTON RD Lismore - Scarsdale Road - South, PITFIELD. Blackspot Treatment

235

Y

BELLARINE HWY Wallington - Ocean Grove Rd, WALLINGTON. Blackspot Treatment

350

Y

SKENES CREEK RD Great Ocean Rd to Beech Forest Rd (14.7 km), NORTH of APOLLO BAY. Blackspot
Treatment

785

C

CANTERBURY RD Albert Rd / Ferrars St, ALBERT PARK Blackspot Treatment
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COLAC-FORREST RD Forest St to Arundell Rd (1.2km to 11.2km), EAST of COLAC-YEODENE.
Blackspot Treatment

600

Y

COLAC-LAVERS HILL RD South of Gellibrand Township to Ferguson (31.6km to 43.6), CHARLEYS
CREEK Blackspot Treatment

680

Y

SURFCOAST HWY Pioneer Rd, GROVEDALE. Blackspot Treatment

122

Y

WANGARATTA-WHITFIELD RD Hume Freeway to King Valley Road (4.8km to 49.0km), OXLEY to
WHITFIELD. Blackspot Treatment

198

Y

MURRAY VALLEY HWY Franklin Road (18.2km to 34.4km), BROWNS PLAINS. Blackspot Treatment

420

Y

BEECHWORTH-WANGARATTA RD Voigt Road, BEECHWORTH. Blackspot Treatment

100

Y

MELBA HWY Old Murrindindi Road, DEVLIN BRIDGE. Blackspot Treatment

185

Y

MURRAY VALLEY HWY Chapel Road to Campbell Road (117.3km - 123.4km), COBRAM EAST.
Blackspot Treatment

350

Y

MURRAY VALLEY HWY Keenans Road to Botts Road, YARRAWONGA. Blackspot Treatment

117

Y

BUFFALO RIVER RD Merriang South Road to Back Creek Road (4.8km), MERRIANG SOUTH. Blackspot
Treatment.

168

Y

BEECHWORTH -WODONGA RD Beechworth - Chiltern Rd, WOORAGEE. Blackspot Treatment

245

Y

MURRAY VALLEY HWY Burramine Road/O'Dwyer Rd, BURRAMINE. Blackspot Treatment

238

Y

GOULBURN VALLEY HIGHWAY Livingstone Road to Cottons Pinch (40.8km to 45.6km), CATHKIN.
Blackspot Treatment.

500

Y

BEECHWORTH -WODONGA RD Wodonga - Yackandandah, WOORAGEE/YACKANDANDAH.
Blackspot Treatment

250

Y

KIEWA VALLEY HWY Springvale Lane to Kergunyah Road (24.0km to 28.8km), KERGUNYAH.
Blackspot Treatment

292

Y

KIEWA VALLEY HWY Boundary Road to Kothe Lane, BARANDUDA. Blackspot Treatment

196

Y

GREAT ALPINE RD Steiners Lane at Smoko to Cemetary Lane, SMOKO. Blackspot Treatment

224

Y

MIDLAND HWY Excelsior Road, MOOROOPNA. Blackspot Treatment

255

Y

MURCHISON-TATURA RD (Ross Street) Rushworth-Tatura Road (Hogan Street), TATURA. Blackspot
Treatment

214

Y

COHUNA-ECHUCA RD Dickson St, ECHUCA. Blackspot Treatment

160

Y

MURRAY VALLEY HWY Campbell St, SWAN HILL. Blackspot Treatment

290

Y

CALDER HIGHWAY Bendigo-Maryborough Rd, KANGAROO FLAT Blackspot Treatment.

236

Y

CALDER HIGHWAY Loddon Valley Hwy, IRONBARK. Blackspot Treatment

160

Y

KORUMBURRA-WONTHAGGI RD 0km to 32.3km, KORUMBURRA Blackspot Treatment

150

Y

MOE-RAWSON RD, MOE to ERICA Blackspot Treatment

150

Y

MOUNT BAW BAW RD Main Neerim Road to Willowgrove Road (0km to 12km), PIEDMONT. Blackspot
Treatment

100

Y

PAYNESVILLE ROAD Bairnsdale-Forge Creek-Eagle Point Road, EAGLE POINT Blackspot Treatment

120

Y

KORUMBURRA-WARRAGUL RD 18.5km-39.6km Blackspot Treatment

175

Y

MAIN NEERIM RD 3.7km to 5.4km,DROUIN WEST. Blackspot Treatment

300

Y

MOE-GLENGARRY RD 6.8km to 32.8km, YALLOURN NORTH. Blackspot Treatment

275

Y

ROSEDALE-LONGFORD RD Four sections: 4.5km - 7.5km; 10.5km - 13.5; 16km - 19 km & 22 km - 26km
Blackspot Treatment

153

Y

NERRENA ROAD (1.5km to 17.3km), NERRENA. Blackspot Treatment

210

Y

YARRA JUNCTION-NOOJEE RD (26km - 38km), NOOJEE. Blackspot Treatment

170

Y
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GREAT ALPINE RD Three sections: NORTH of DOCTORS FLAT (216km to 219km); WATTLE CIRCLE
to BATTLE POINT (243km to 248km) & DOUBLE BRIDGES (254km to 264km) Blackspot Treatment

243

Y

BUCHAN RD 13.9km to 17.9km & 20.7km to 26.7km, BUCHAN. Blackspot Treatment

180

Y

MONASH WAY Loy Yang-Morwell Road, MORWELL. Blackspot Treatment

155

Y

METUNG ROAD 1.0km to 9.0km, METUNG. Blackspot Treatment

250

Y

WY YUNG ROAD (1.1km to 8.1km), WY YUNG. Blackspot Treatment

200

Y

SOUTH GIPPSLAND HIGHWAY Fish Creek-Foster Road, FOSTER. Blackspot Treatment

186

Y

HYLAND HIGHWAY Traralgon Creek Rd, TRARALGON. Blackspot Treatment

138

Y

KORUMBURRA-WARRAGUL RD (6km to 10km), STRZELECKI. Blackspot Treatment

150

Y

FOURTEENTH STREET Irymple Avenue, IRYMPLE. Blackspot Treatment

290

Y

FOURTEENTH STREET Koorlong Avenue, IRYMPLE. Blackspot Treatment

290

Y

SIXTEENTH STREET Walnut Ave, MILDURA SOUTH. Blackspot Treatment

295

Y

PLEASANT STREET Bell Street, BALLARAT. Blackspot Treatment

248

Y

BLUESTONE SCHOOL RD Black Rock Road, CONNEWARRE. Blackspot Treatment

120

Y

KILGOUR STREET Garden Street, GEELONG. Blackspot Treatment

172

Y

TOWNSEND RD Coppards Road, ST ALBANS PARK. Blackspot Treatment

120

Y

MOORABOOL STREET Kilgour St, GEELONG. Blackspot Treatment

130

Y

HANLON PARADE Learmonth St / Hurd St Blackspot Treatment

139

Y

FELLTIMBER CREEK ROAD McGaffin Rd to Ingrams Rd, WODONGA. Blackspot Treatment

180

Y

MAIN STREET Sydney Street, COBRAM. Blackspot Treatment

155

Y

MARUNGI STREET Nixon St, SHEPPARTON. Blackspot Treatment

115

Y

MERRIGUM - ARDMONA RD Byrneside - Gillieston Road, MERRIGUM. Blackspot Treatment

110

Y

O'DONNELL AVENUE Standish St, MYRTLEFORD. Blackspot Treatment

178

Y

LOCH - POOWONG RD Ferriers Rd, LOCH. Blackspot Treatment

120

Y

MCKEAN STREET Moroney St, BAIRNSDALE. Blackspot Treatment

256

Y

FRANCIS STREET McCulloch St, BAIRNSDALE. Blackspot Treatment

180

Y

LATROBE TERRACE - near Russell St, NEWTOWN. Blackspot Treatment.

120

Y

PRINCESS HWY EAST (Dandenong Rd) - east of Irving Av, PRAHRAN. Blackspot Treatment.

134

Y

POINT NEPEAN TOURIST RD - near Sixth Av, ROSEBUD. Blackspot Treatment.

131

Y

LATROBE TERRACE - near Lt Malop St, GEELONG. Blackspot Treatment.

120

Y

HIGH STEET - between Smith St & Alexandra St, MELTON. Blackspot Treatment.

217

Y

MAIN RD East/Main Rd West - between Amy St & Collins St, ST ALBANS. Blackspot Treatment.

117

Y

GREAT OCEAN RD - between Thomson St & Hardy St, APOLLO BAY. Blackspot Treatment.

120

Y

ROOKS RD - near Maurice Ct, NUNAWADING. Blackspot Treatment.

100

Y

BURWOOD HWY - between Reynolds Lane & Belgrave-Gembrook Rd, BELGRAVE. Blackspot Treatment.

115

Y

PRINCESS HIGHWAY WEST Hood St, Tylden St & The Esplanade, DENNINGTON. Blackspot
Treatment.

550

Y

BELLARINE HIGHWAY, Kensington Road and Ferguson Drive, LEOPOLD. Blackspot Treatment.

290

Y

BUCKLEY STREET, Albert Street, MARIBYRNONG. Blackspot Treatment.

220

Y
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Y = Completed
C = Continuing
W = Withdrawn
TOTAL NO. OF PROJECTS

Traffic and Transport Integration

SMITHFIELD ROAD - EPSOM ROAD TO LYNCHS BRDGE BIKE
LANE
PRINCES HIGHWAY WEST - CHERRY ST TO HOPPERS LANE SHOULDER SEAL
BIKE PATH LOWER PLENTY ROAD-BANYULE RD ROSANNA
DONCASTER-ELTHAM RD,DONCASTER, WIDE KERBS
NEPEAN HIGHWAY-DAVEY HASTING ROAD TO OLIVERS HILL
NEPEAN HWY-FRANKSTON NORTH BICYCLE FACILITY
POINT NEPEAN ROAD,RYE - ON ROAD BIKE LANE
FOSTER STREET-SALE-CONSTRUCT OFF ROAD SHARED PATH
ARCHER STREET-CHANNEL ROAD TO ADAMS ROAD ON
ROAD BIKE PATH
ONE MILE CREEK BIKE PATH -APPIN STREET TO
WANGARATTA YAARAWONGA MAIN ROAD
MCIVOR HIGHWAY - WHITTINGTON COURT TO CHAPEL ST
BENDIGO
GEELONG ROAD /MILLERS ROAD-INSTALL LEFT TURN FROM
FRANCIS STREET TO MILLERS ROAD
BENALLA -WINTON ROAD & BENALLA -YARRAWONGA
ROAD, WIDEN INTERSECTION
BUCKLAND GAP ROAD/MELISH STREET BEECHWORTH
LODDON VALLEY HIGHWAY-ALLIES ROAD/SAILORS GULLY
ROAD MYERS FLAT
LODDON VALLEY HIGHWAY-CREETH ST LONG GULLY
GLENELG HIGHWAY-COX & FRENCH STREETS HAMILTON
MONASH FREEWAY-MULGRAVE RAMP METERING
MONASH FWY(BERWICK BYPASS)-NARRE WARREN INSTALL HELP PHONES
MICKLEHAM ROAD-BARRYMORE ROAD
DOHERTYS ROAD-GRIEVES PARADE BUS BAY
WILLIAMSTOWN RD-FRREWAY ON RAMP ON SOUTH
APPROACH-BUS SHELTER GUARD RAIL
SIGNALISE GORDON STREET AT RIVER ST INTERSECTION
BUCKLEY STREET/RUSSELL STREET-REPLACE SPOON DRAIN
CALDER FREEWAY OFF RAMP - MCNAMARA AVENUE
INSTALL METERING SIGNALS
MT ALEXANDER ROAD-NAPIER STREET SIGNALISATION OF
TRAM/PEDESTRIAN MOVEMENTS
WOORITE PLACE-FULLARTON ROAD/CALDE FREEWAY ON
RAMP
BRUNSWICK STREET, NORTH FITZROY - RELOCATION OF
PEDESTRIAN OPERATED SIGNAL TO MEDIAN
VICTORIA PARADE & HODDLE STREET-BUS/TRANSIT LANES
VICTORIA PARADE & HODDLE STREET - TRANSIT LANES
VICTORIA PARADE(EASTBOUND)& HODDLE
STREET(NORTHBOUND)
STUD ROAD-GEORGE ST-EXTEND BUS STOP THROUGH
SIGNAL

TEC $000's

Completed

BIKE

376

Y

BIKE
BIKE
BIKE
BIKE
BIKE
BIKE
BIKE

109
330
122
122
110
434
172

Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y

BIKE

112

Y

BIKE

196

Y

BIKE

135

Y

FREIGHT

263

Y

FREIGHT
FREIGHT

144
140

Y
Y

FREIGHT
FREIGHT
FREIGHT
INCIDENT SERVICES

412
229
275
1500

Y
Y
Y
Y

INCIDENT SERVICES
LAI
PT

185
200
190

Y
Y
Y

PT
PT
PT

140
199
170

Y
Y
Y

PT

150

Y

PT

359

Y

PT

214

Y

PT
PT

146
125

C
C

PT

208

C

PT

140

Y
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DONCASTER-MORDIALLOC-ALBION ROAD INSTALL TRAFFIC
SIGNALS
BURWOOD HIGHWAY KELVIN DRIVE TO MOSSFIELD AVENUE
- PEDESTRIAN OPERATED SIGNALS
RIVERSDALE ROAD/UNION ROAD SURREY HILLS BUS
PRIORITY SIGNALS
WILLIAMS ROAD-BRUCE STREET SOUTH YARRA BUS
PRIORITY SIGNALS
PAKINGTON STREET-ALBERT & CANDOVER STREETS,
GEELONG WEST, TRAFFIC SIGNALS
DAREBIN/GRANGE ROADS - LEFT TURN SLIP LANE
DAREBIN ROAD-LEFT TURN SLIP LANE AT POWER/ALBERT
STREETS INTERSECTION
BELMONT CORIO ROAD - INTERSECTION OF
BALCOMBE/MAMOCKS ROADS
PRINCES HIGHWAY WEST-FYANS STREET, KILGOUR STREET
& RYRIE STREET, RIGHT TURN LANE EXTENSIONS
NEWTOWN WHITTINGTON ROAD-CARR ST /
RAILWAYCROSSING, SOUTH GEELONG, ROUNABOUT
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TEC $000's

Completed

PT

450

Y

PT

184

Y

PT

110

Y

PT

110

W

PT
PTR

111
455

Y
Y

PTR

750

Y

PTR

168

Y

PTR

180

Y

PTR

330

C

Y = Completed

36

C = Continuing

4

W = Withdrawn

1

TOTAL NO. OF PROJECTS

41

Bicycle Facilities

BIKE

Freight Improvements

FREIGHT

Incident Services

INCIDENT SERVICES

Local Area Improvements

LAI

Public Transport

PT

Preferred Traffic Route Improvements

PTR

Transport: Victorian Channels Authority — capital works funding
2566.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Channels 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.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
– $9.3 million was allocated to major maintenance dredging, which was completed.
– $5.8 million was allocated to the Port Phillip Channel Deepening project feasibility studies. This project became
the responsibility of the Port of Melbourne Corporation from 1 July 2003.

Transport: VicTrack — capital works funding
2568.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to VicTrack’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:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
2002-03 Priority Major Projects Approved
Regional Telecommunications Project
Video Surveillance Trial
Bendigo Workshops Development
Level Crossing Program
Warrnambool Line Upgrade
Purchase Land - Wodonga

Planned Status
Actual Status
30 June 2003
30 June 2003
In-Progress
In-Progress
Completed
Completed
Completed
Completed
In-Progress
In-Progress
Completed
Completed
In-Progress
In-Progress

Transport: City Circle Tram Promotion Committee — capital works funding
2569.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the City Circle Tram Promotion Committee’s allocation of funds
to major capital works, including major maintenance, replacement, and upgrades, what were the priority
major projects that were approved for the year 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects
achieved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The City Circle Tram Promotional Committee did not allocate any funds for major capital works.

Transport: Victorian Bicycle Advisory Committee — capital works funding
2574.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Bicycle Advisory Committee’s allocation of funds
to major capital works, including major maintenance, replacement, and upgrades, what were the priority
major projects that were approved for the year 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects
achieved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Victorian Bicycle Advisory Council (VBAC) does not allocate funds for major capital works, nor make
recommendations on such funding allocations.

Transport: Victorian Motorcycle Advisory Council — capital works funding
2576.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Motorcycle 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.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Nil.

Transport: Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council — capital works funding
2578.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Road Freight 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:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council does not allocate funds to major capital works.

Major projects: Docklands Authority — external legal advice
2790.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): What has been the expenditure by the Docklands Authority on external
legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised the answer is:
Expenditure on external legal advice (excluding GST) by the Docklands Authority between 1 January 2003 and 31
July 2003 amounted to $410,000.
On 1 August 2003, the Docklands Authority ceased to exist as a result of its merger with the Urban and Regional
Land Corporation to become VicUrban.

Major projects: VicUrban — external legal advice
2791.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): What has been the expenditure by VicUrban on external legal advice since
1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Expenditure on external legal advice (excluding GST) by VicUrban from 1 August 2003 to 15 June 2004 amounted
to $2,075,000.
VicUrban (a merger of the Urban and Regional Land Corporation and the Docklands Authority) commenced
operations on 1 August 2003.
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Transport: Hastings Port (Holding) Corporation — external legal advice
2793.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): What has been the expenditure by the Hastings Port (Holding) Corporation on
external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
I am informed that expenditure by the Hastings Port (Holding) Corporation on external legal advice after 1 January
2003 was $3,058.06.

Transport: Marine Safety Victoria — external legal advice
2794.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): What has been the expenditure by Marine Safety Victoria on external legal
advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The amount spent by Marine Safety Victoria on external legal advice from 1 January 2003 to date is $57,842.49.

Transport: Melbourne Port Corporation — external legal advice
2795.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): What has been the expenditure by the Melbourne Port Corporation on external
legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
From 1 January 2003 to 30 June 2003, the Melbourne Port Corporation expended $440,134.51 on external legal
advice.
The Melbourne Port Corporation was abolished on 1 July 2004 and became the Port of Melbourne Corporation.

Transport: Spencer Street Station Authority — external legal advice
2798.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): What has been the expenditure by Spencer Street Station on external legal
advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The total expenditure incurred by the Spencer Street Station Authority for external legal advice for the period 1
January 2003 to date is $215,643.34 excluding GST.
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Transport: Urban and Regional Land Corporation — external legal advice
2799.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): What has been the expenditure by the Urban and Regional Land Corporation
on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Expenditure on external legal advice (excluding GST) by the Urban and Regional Land Corporation between 1
January 2003 and 31 July 2003 amounted to $736,000.
On 1 August 2003, the Urban and Regional Land Corporation merged with the Docklands Authority to become
VicUrban.

Transport: VicRoads — external legal advice
2800.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): What has been the expenditure by VicRoads on external legal advice since 1
January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
$9,013,428.90.

Transport: Victorian Channels Authority — external legal advice
2801.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): What has been the expenditure by the Victorian Channels on external legal
advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Expenditure by the Victorian Channels Authority on external legal advice for the period 1 January 2003 to 31
March 2004 amounted to $69,000.
The Victorian Channels Authority ceased to exist after 31 March 2004.

Transport: VicTrack — external legal advice
2803.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): What has been the expenditure by VicTrack on external legal advice since 1
January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is'
$741,997.22
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Transport: Victorian Bicycle Advisory Committee — external legal advice
2809.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): What has been the expenditure by the Victorian Bicycle Advisory Committee
on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
The Victorian Bicycle Advisory Council (VBAC) has not obtained any legal advice since 1 January 2003.

Transport: Victorian Motorcycle Advisory Council — external legal advice
2811.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): What has been the expenditure by the Victorian Motorcycle Advisory Council
on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is'
VicRoads has spent $2669.77 (excluding GST) on external legal advice for the Victorian Motorcycle Advisory
Council since 1 January 2003.

Transport: Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council — external legal advice
2813.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): What has been the expenditure by the Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council
on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is
The Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council has not received any external legal advice since 1 January 2003.

Sport and recreation: Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust — external legal advice
3000.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: What has
been the expenditure by the Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust on external legal advice since 1
January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Expenditure by the Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust on external legal advice from 1 January 2003 to the date
of the question, 8 June 2004, was $146,399.

Sport and recreation: State Sports Centre Trust — external legal advice
3006.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: What has
been the expenditure by the State Sports Centre Trust on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to
date.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Expenditure by the State Sport Centres Trust on external legal advice from 1 January 2003 to the date of the
question, 8 June 2004, was $29,700.

Commonwealth Games: Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Pty Ltd — external legal advice
3009.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Commonwealth Games: What has
been the expenditure by Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Pty Ltd on external legal advice since
1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Expenditure on external legal advice from 1 January 2003 to 30 June 2004 was approximately $186,945.

Major projects: VicUrban — office accommodation
3024.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): In relation to VicUrban’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:
Location

Expiry date
Cost per square metre
including base outgoings
(current)
Estimated total cost of the
lease over term of lease
including base outgoings

Part Ground Floor,
AFL House, 140 Harbour
Esplanade, Docklands
31 December 2005
$201 per annum

Level 11, 360 Elizabeth
Street, Melbourne
31 December 2004
$398 per annum

$1,489,000

$2,418,000

The cost over the term of the lease includes the period from lease commencement to 31 July 2003 for the
Docklands Authority and Urban and Regional Land Corporation and from 31 July 2003 to the lease expiry date for
VicUrban.

Transport: Melbourne Port Corporation — office accommodation
3028.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to Melbourne Port 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.

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

525 Collins Street
a.
Level 47 & 48, 2000 sqr metres.
b. Lease expires 31 December 2006 (10 years from 1/1/97)
c.
Lease is on 2 yearly rent review
i.
1/1/97 – 31/12/98
$162.50 /sqm
ii. 1/1/99 – 31/12/00
$186.55 /sqm
iii. 1/1/01 – 31/12/02
$214.91 /sqm
iv. 1/1/03 – 31/12/04
$382.00 /sqm
v. 1/1/05 – 31/12/05
To be determined based on market
vi. all above are plus share of building outgoings which are approximately $100 /sqm

2.

525 Collins Street
a.
Level 38 – 390 sqr metres
b. Lease expires 31/10/04 (13 months) (office will be vacated at end of Lease)
c.
$390 /sqm

3.

99 King Street
a.
Level 4 and Level 6 – 1041 sqr metres
b. Rental on annual increments
i.
To 31/3/05
$215 / sqm
ii. 31/3/06
$225 / sqm
iii. 31/3/07
$235 / sqm
iv. All above are plus shares of building outgoings which are approximately $70 /sqm.

Transport: Spencer Street Station Authority — office accommodation
3031.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Spencer Street Station 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:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
1.

The location of lease:
Part of Level 15, 589 Collins Street, Melbourne

2.

The expiry date of the lease:
Expiry date - 30 June 2004

3.

The cost per metre of lease:
$250 per square metre

4.

The total cost of lease over the term of the contract:
Total cost excluding minor maintenance is $243,075.

Transport: VicRoads — office accommodation
3033.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to VicRoads’ 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:
Contained in the attached table.
QUESTION ON NOTICE NUMBER LC 3033
VICROADS’ LEASES OF OFFICE ACCOMMODATION CURRENTLY HELD
Question (i)
Location of VicRoads Leased Offices
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13

Albury - Suites 2 & 4, Level 1, 429
Swift St
Ararat - Shop2, 56 High St
Benalla - 18 Gillies St
Bendigo - 21-23 Deborah St
Bendigo - 57 Lansell St
Burwood East - 12 Lakeside Dve
Camberwell - 3 Prospect Hill Rd
Cullulleraine - Sturt Hwy
Doveton - 16 Princes Hwy
Echuca - 21-27 Sutton St
Echuca - Unit 5, Mundarra Rd
Geelong - 180 Fyans St
Hamilton - Riley St

14 Hillside - Hillside Lne
15 Hoppers Crossing - 64 Old Geelong Rd
16 Horsham - 14 O'Callaghans Pde
17
18
19
20

Junortoun - Atlas Rd
Kew - 60 Denmark St
Leongatha - Anderson St
Mildura - 109-111 Orange Ave
Mitcham - Unit 12, 613 Maroondah
21
Hwy
22 Oakleigh South - 10 Eskay Rd
23 Point Cook - 10 Wallace Ave
24
25
26
27
28
29

Portland - 114A Percy St
Redcliffs - Beevers Lne
Reservoir - 32-34 Malua St
Sale - 28 Princes Hwy
Seaford - 71 Hartnett Dve
Seymour - 5 Crawford St

30 Shepparton - 190 Benalla Rd
31 Sunbury - 36 Macedon St

Question (ii)
Lease Expiry
Date

Question (iii)
Annual Cost
per sq. metre 1

Question (iv)
Total Lease
Cost Over Term 2

31/05/05

$243.00

$154,700

16/08/05
31/12/09
31/12/05
31/05/09
13/06/08
30/06/08
6/01/05
30/04/05
31/12/07
1/04/09
27/08/11
27/02/05
Monthly
Overhold
1/03/09
Monthly
Overhold
31/03/08
31/01/60
30/11/04
30/06/06

$108.60
$0.70
$1.79
$152.06
$289.50
$208.02
$0.03
$191.21
$1.36
$141.03
$253.00
$121.66

$388,800
$63,000
$28,500
$3,225,000
$13,001,605
$4,042,912
$104
$95,604
$141,600
$82,500
$3,860,483
$90,998

$0.01

$175

$291.17

$524,659

$41.39

$7,243

Not Available
$52.13
$170.00
$114.20

$11,500
$88,400,000 3
$102,000
$111,000

22/10/04

$129.00

$388,106

30/06/05
Monthly
Overhold
18/07/04
31/12/04
8/09/07
30/04/05
9/07/09
30/06/05
Monthly
Overhold
31/12/04

$139.34

$271,999

$13.33

$8,000

$77.78
$0.54
$39.81
$54.93
$14.57
$9.92

$56,044
$4,481
$332,820
$74,160
$825,162
$79,088

$14.83

$5,785

$285.00

$10,830
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Question (ii)
Lease Expiry
Date

32 Sunshine - 499 Ballarat Rd
33 Swan Hill - 70 Nyah Rd
34 Wangaratta - 6-8 Handley St

12/12/07
31/08/05
30/07/07
Monthly
Overhold
31/12/05
19/04/11

35 Warragul - Unit 5, 13 North Rd
36 Watsonia - Nepean St
37 Wendouree - Learmonth Rd

Question (iii)
Annual Cost
per sq. metre 1
$262.80
$52.39
$72.83

Question (iv)
Total Lease
Cost Over Term 2
$8,392,212
$57,760
$218,500

$134.53

$2,646

$150.25
$269.53

$193,869
$4,427,251

Notes:
1.

The annual cost per sq. metre has been based, where available, on the sq. metres as detailed in the individual leases. It
should be noted that the lease may refer to either the building area, the net lettable area or the land area. Where there was no
area detailed in the lease, the area was based on information contained in recent property rental valuations or audits.

2.

The total lease cost over the lease term does not include any allowances for future Consumer Price Index or market rent
reviews.

3.

At the commencement of the lease in 1962, a nominal rental amount was paid for the lease of the land at Kew. In 1992,
market rental rates were applied. Hence the total lease cost for Kew is based on the rental amount applicable since 1992 to
2060.

Transport: VicTrack — office accommodation
3036.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to VicTrack’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:
Location

Expiry Date

589 Collins Street
589 Collins Street
589 Collins Street

30 June 2004
30 June 2004
30 June 2004

Cost per Metre
($)

Total Cost of Lease
($)
185.00
855,995
166.00
2,038,148
250.00
80,000

Transport: Victorian Bicycle Advisory Committee — office accommodation
3042.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Bicycle 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.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
The Victorian Bicycle Advisory Council (VBAC) holds no leases of office accommodation.
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Transport: Victorian Motorcycle Advisory Council — office accommodation
3044.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Motorcycle 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:
The Victorian Motorcycle Advisory Council (VMAC) holds no leases of office accommodation.

Transport: Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council — office accommodation
3046.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Road 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:
The Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council had no lease of any office accommodation.

Commonwealth Games: Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Pty Ltd — office
accommodation
3243.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Commonwealth Games: In
relation to Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games 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 as follows:
(i)

World Trade Centre
Concourse Level
Siddeley Street
MELBOURNE VIC 3000

(ii)

7 June 2007

(iii) The annual rent (excluding outgoings) equates to $83.00 per square metre.
(iv) The rent (excluding outgoings) from 1 October 2002 to 7 June 2007 is $5.7m

Transport: VicRoads — charges
3247.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS— To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the level/rate of VicRoads charges of fees in October 1999 for — (i) truck
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registration; (ii) number plates; (iii) personalised number plates; (iv) trailer number plates; (v)
unregistered vehicle permits; (vi) probationary licence tests; (vii) probationary licences; (viii)
computerised driving tests; and (ix) issuing duplicate licences if lost or stolen, and what is their current
level/rate, respectively.
ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is as follows:
VICROADS FEES & CHARGES
Truck Registration:
– 12 tonne or less, 2 axle
– Short combination prime mover, 3 axel
Number Plates
Personalised Number Plates
Trailer Number Plates
Unregistered Vehicle Permits
Probationary Licence Tests
Probationary Licences
Computerised Driving Tests:
– Car permit, Computer Test
– Hazard Perception Test Only
Duplicate/Replacement Licence

OCTOBER 1999

JUNE 2004

$300.00
$3250.00
$24.00
$150.00
$12.00
$16.50
$29.50
$133.00
$12.00

$15.50

$331.00
$3744.00
$26.60
$155.00
$13.30
$17.40
$55.20
$139.00
$27.60
$23.50
$17.40

Transport: motorcycles — registration fees
3257.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the level/rate of a recreational motorbike registration fee in October 1999 and
what is the current level/rate.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The rate of recreational motorcycle registration fees was $7.00. In October 1999 it was $6.50.

Transport: motorcycles — registration fees
3258.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the level/rate of a recreational motorbike licence in October 1999 and what is the
current level/rate.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Recreational motorcycles may be ridden by holders of either a motorcycle permit or licence. The fees were $17.00
for a permit and $136 for a ten year licence. In October 1999 they were $15.50 for a permit and $133 for a ten year
licence.
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Transport: vehicle permits — fees
3262.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the level/rate of veteran, vintage, rally or historic vehicle permits fees in October
1999 and what is the current level/rate.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The rate of vehicle permit fees for Veteran, Vintage, Rally or Historic vehicles was $32.90. In October 1999 it was
$31.50.

Transport: Road Safety (Vehicles) (Fees) Regulations 2003
3269.

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 Road Safety (Vehicles) (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
The following table lists those fees prescribed by the Road Safety (Vehicles) Regulations 1999 that were increased
by the amendments made by the Road Safety (Vehicles) (Fees) Regulations 2003. In respect of each fee, the table
sets out:
(i)

in column 1 — a description of each fee;

(ii)

in column 2 — the value of each of the fees in October 1999;

(iii) in column 3 — the value of each of the fees immediately prior to the commencement of the Road Safety
(Vehicles) (Fees) Regulations 2003 on 10 February 2003; and
(iv) in column 4 — the value of each of the fees after the commencement of the Road Safety (Vehicles) (Fees)
Regulations 2003 on 10 February 2003.
Table
Column 1

Column 2

Column 3

Column 4

1.

Issue of certificate under
section 84(1) or (4A) of the Act

$6.50

$6.50

$7.00

2.

Issue of extract of current
information

$6.50

$6.50

$7.00

3.

Issue of extract of historical
information

$12.00

$12.50

$13.00

4.

Issue of information by telephone
or telephone enquiry from a
municipal council

$6.50

$6.50

$7.00

5.

Search for any other purposes—
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(i)

of current records

(ii)

of historical records

Thursday, 15 September 2005

$6.50

$6.50

$7.00

$12.00

$12.50

$13.00

$330.00

$372.00

$375.00

6.

Issue of dealer certification
inspection report book

7.

Assignment of identifying number

$80.00

$82.00

$84.00

8.

Issue of number plates (per plate)

$11.50

$12.00

$12.50

9.

Additional fee (per plate) for issue
of slimline plates

$9.50

$9.50

$10.00

10.

Annual fee for general
identification mark

$74.00

$76.00

$78.00

11.

Annual fee for trade plates (per
plate)

$30.00

$31.00

$32.00

Transport: Road Safety (Drivers) (Fees) Regulations 2003
3270.

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 Road Safety (Drivers) (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
The following table lists those fees prescribed by the Road Safety (Drivers) Regulations 1999 that were increased
by the amendments made by the Road Safety (Drivers) (Fees) Regulations 2003. In respect of each fee, the table
sets out:
(i)

in column 1 — a description of each fee;

(ii)

in column 2 — the value of each of the fees in October 1999;

(iii) in column 3 — the value of each of the fees immediately prior to the commencement of the Road Safety
(Drivers) (Fees) Regulations 2003 on 1 July 2003; and
(iv) in column 4 — the value of each of the fees after the commencement of the Road Safety (Drivers) (Fees)
Regulations 2003 on 1 July 2003.
Column 1

Column 2
$
133.00

Column 2
$
133.00

Column 3
$
136.00

1.

Grant or renewal of driver licence - for 10
years

2.

Grant or renewal of driver licence - for 3
years

39.00

39.00

40.00

3.

Driver licence variation, if the variation
includes the insertion of an additional
category of motor vehicle in the licence or
less restrictive licence conditions

20.00

21.00

21.50
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4.

Learner permit application

9.00

9.50

10.00

5.

Learner permit - for each written or
practical test

15.50

16.50

17.00

6.

Learner permit issue (a)
motor cycle
(b)
other motor vehicles

15.50
15.50

16.50
16.50

17.00
17.00

9.00

9.50

10.00

7.

Application for driver licence or driver
licence variation where the test is to be
conducted by an officer of the Corporation

8.

Practical test conducted by an officer of the
Corporation for driver licence or driver
licence variation for (a)
heavy vehicle
(b)
other motor vehicles

29.50
29.50

33.00
30.00

34.00
31.00

Written test conducted by an officer of the
Corporation for driver licence or driver
licence variation for(a)
heavy vehicle
(b)
other motor vehicles

12.00
12.00

13.50
12.50

14.00
13.00

10.

Issue of replacement licence document

15.50

16.50

17.00

11.

Issue of replacement permit document

15.50

16.50

17.00

12.

Issue of log book

12.00

13.50

14.00

13.

Issue of certificate under section 84(1) of
the Act

6.50

7.00

7.20

14.

Issue of extract of current information

6.50

7.00

7.20

15.

Issue of extract of historical information

12.00

13.00

13.30

16.

Issue of information by telephone or
telephone enquiry from a municipality

6.50

7.00

7.20

17.

Search for any other purposes (a)
of current records
(b)
of historical records

6.50
12.00

7.00
13.00

7.20
13.30

9.

Transport: Road Safety Act — fees and penalties
3604.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): In relation to amendments made by the Monetary Units Act 2004 to the Road Safety Act
1986 and any subsequent Regulations:
(a)

What fees and penalties were amended.

(b)

What was the value of each of the fees and penalties immediately prior to these amendments.

(c)

What is their value following indexation on 1 July 2004.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
1.

Penalties fixed by the Road Safety Act 1986

The following table sets out the amendments made by the Monetary Units Act 2004 with respect to penalties fixed
by the Road Safety Act 1986:
Section

a.

Penalty

87(3A)

Penalty for a parking
offence in a council
controlled area

b.

Value of
penalty prior to
amendment

$100

No of penalty
units following
conversion
1

c.

Value following
indexation of units
on 1 July 2004

$102

The Honourable Member will be aware that there are a number of other provisions in the Road Safety Act 1986,
which already fixed a penalty expressed in penalty units. These provisions were not amended by the Monetary
Units Act 2004.
The dollar amount of each of these penalties may be calculated by multiplying $102.25 by the number of penalty
units specified in the relevant provision, and rounding to the nearest dollar. In this regard, I refer the Honourable
Member to sections 5 to 7 of the Monetary Units Act 2004 and Government Gazette No G 25 of 17 June 2004, p
1684.
2.

Penalties and fees fixed by Regulations under the Road Safety Act 1986

The following table sets out the amendments made by the Monetary Units Regulations 2004 to Regulations under
the Road Safety Act 1986:
Provision

a.

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1. Road Safety (Drivers) Regulations 1999
Reg 601(2) and Fees for learner permits
$17.00
Sched 2, item 6
2. Road Safety (Driving Instructors) Regulations 1999
Fee for driving instructor $10
Reg 5(2)
authority — per month
3. Road Safety (General) Regulations 1999
Reg 105,
Infringement penalty for a $100
definition of
parking offence in a
"infringement
council-controlled area
penalty"
Various parking
Schedule 3
$20
infringements
Various parking
Schedule 3
$60
infringements
Various parking
Schedule 3
$100
infringements

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004

1.7 FU

$17.40

1 FU

$10.20

1 PU

$102

0.2 PU

$20

0. 6 PU

$61

1 PU

$102
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No of penalty Value following
units(PU) or
indexation of
fee units (FU) units on 1 July
following
2004
conversion
Infringement penalties fixed by Schedule 4 in respect of offences under provisions of the following Acts
and Regulations:
– Road Safety Act 1986 ("RSA");
– Road Rules – Victoria ("RR");
– Road Safety (Drivers) Regulations 1999 ("RS (D) R");
– Road Safety (Road Rules) Regulations 1999 ("RS (RR) R ");
– Road Safety (Vehicles) Regulations 1999 ("RS (V) R ");
– Transport Act 1983 ("TA");
– Transport (Tow Truck) Regulations 1994 ("T (TT) R");
– Transport (Passenger Vehicles) Regulations 1994 ("T (PV) R");
– Transport (Taxi-Cabs) Regulations 1994 ("T (T-C) R ").
Speeding — Large vehicles
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
$170
1.7 PU
$174
large vehicle by less than
10 km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
$265
2.65 PU
$271
large vehicle by 10 km/h
or more but less than 15
km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
$265
2.65 PU
$271
large vehicle by 15 km/h
or more but less than 25
km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
$540
5.4PU
$552
large vehicle by 25 km/h
or more but less than 30
km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
$540
5.4PU
$552
large vehicle by 30 km/h
or more but less than 35
km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
$540
5.4PU
$552
large vehicle by 35 km/h
or more but less than 40
km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
$540
5.4PU
$552
large vehicle by 40 km/h
or more but less than 45
km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
$1080
10.8 PU
$1104
large vehicle by 45 km/h
or more
Long vehicle failing to
RR 127(1)
$205
2.05 PU
$210
keep minimum distance
behind another long
vehicle

Provision

a.

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1023
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a.

Penalty or fee

Use unsafe large vehicle
or one that has been
modified or does not
comply with the
Standards for Registration
Speeding — other vehicles
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
vehicle other than a large
vehicle by less than 10
km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
vehicle other than a large
vehicle by 10 km/h or
more but less than
15 km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
vehicle other than a large
vehicle by 15 km/h or
more but less than
25 km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
vehicle other than a large
vehicle by 25 km/h or
more but less than
30 km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
vehicle other than a large
vehicle by 30 km/h or
more but less than
35 km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
vehicle other than a large
vehicle by 35 km/h or
more but less than
40 km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
vehicle other than a large
vehicle by 40 km/h or
more but less than
45 km/h
Exceed speed limit in a
RR 20
vehicle other than a large
vehicle by 45 km/h or
more

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

Thursday, 15 September 2005

$325

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
3.25 PU

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004
$332

$125

1.25 PU

$128

$200

2 PU

$205

$200

2 PU

$205

$265

2.65 PU

$271

$265

2.65 PU

$271

$360

3.6 PU

$368

$360

3.6 PU

$368

$430

4.3 PU

$440
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Penalty or fee

Exceed speed limit in a
vehicle other than a large
vehicle in a 110 km/h
zone by 20 km/h or more
but less than 25 km/h
Failing to Give Way or Stop
RR 38, 62(a),
Fail to give way to a
(b)(ii), 63(3),
pedestrian
65(2)(a), 72(1),
73(1), 74(1)(b),
(c), (d),
75(1)(a), (b),
81(2), 83,
164(1), 288(4),
289(2)
RR 38, 62(c),
Fail to give way at
63(3), 72(1),
intersection
73(1)
RR 38, 74(1)(a), Fail to give way not at
(c), 75(1)(b),
intersection
(c), (d), 77(1),
84(1), 85, 86(1),
87(1), (3),
288(4), 289(2)
RR 78(1), (2),
Fail to keep clear or give
way to police vehicle or
79(1)
emergency vehicle
Fail to give way at
RR 114(1), (2)
roundabout
RR 80(2), (3),
Fail to stop and remain
stationary at children's
(4)
crossing
Pass stopped vehicle at
RR 82
children's crossing or
pedestrian crossing
RR 163(1),
Pass stopped tram
164(1)
RR 121, 122,
Fail to stop or give way at
123
level crossing
Keeping left and diverging
Fail to keep left of
RR 131
oncoming vehicle
Drive on wrong side of
RR 135(1)
divided road
Drive in wrong direction
RR 136
on a one-way service road
RR 20

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1025

$200

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
2 PU

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004
$205

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169
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$165

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$135

1.35 PU

$138

Pass to right or left of
tram
Pass to right of right
turning vehicle or a
vehicle making a U-turn
from the centre of the
road
Overtake vehicle on left
or at unsafe distance
Increase speed when
being overtaken

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

Fail to give signal

$105

1.05 PU

$107

Fail to cancel/ incorrectly
operate signal

$105

1.05 PU

$107

Perform unsafe U-turn
Make incorrect left, right
or U-turn

$165
$75

1.65 PU
0.75 PU

$169
$77

Provision

a.

RR 132(2)

Drive on or over or to the
right of double lines
Drive on or over painted
island with double lines
Fail to keep left of safety
zone
Fail to keep left of centre
of road
Fail to keep as far left as
practicable
Fail to stay within marked
lane or line of traffic
Change lanes or line of
traffic without giving way
Fail to give way when
merging

RR 138
RR 162(1)
RR 132(1)
RR 129(1),
130(2)
RR 146(1), (2)
RR 148(1), (2)
RR 149
Overtaking
RR 160(2), (3),
161(3)
RR 142(1),
143(2)

RR 141(1),
143(1), 144
RR 145
Signalling
RR 46(1), 48(1),
53(1), (2), (3),
112(2), (3),
113(2), (3),
117(1), (2),
118(1)
RR 46(4), 48(4),
51, 118(2)
Turning
RR 37
RR 27(1), 28(1),
29, 31(1), 32(1),
33(1), 42,
43(1), (2)

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

Thursday, 15 September 2005

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004
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b.

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
0.75 PU

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$135
$105

1.35 PU
1.05 PU

$138
$107

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$135

1.35 PU

$138

Provision

a.

RR 111(1), 116

Enter roundabout from
$75
wrong marked lane or line
of traffic or disobey
traffic lane arrows when
in roundabout

Lighting
RR 215(1)(a),
216(1)

RR 215(1)(b)

RR 218(1)
RR 217(1)
RR 221
RR 223

Penalty or fee

Fail to have headlights,
tail lights and number
plate lights on at night or
in hazardous weather
conditions
Fail to have clearance
lights or side marker
lights on at night or in
hazardous weather
conditions
Fail to dip headlights
Operate rear fog light
other than as permitted
Use hazard warning lights
other than as permitted
Animal drawn vehicle—
Fail to have lights and
reflectors displayed at
night or in hazardous
weather conditions

Safety Procedures
Use hand held mobile
RR 300(1)
phone while driving
Passenger under 16 not
RR 266(1)
restrained in front seat
Passenger under 16 not
RR 266(1)
restrained in rear seat
where restraint available
Ride motor bike without
RR 270(1)
helmet or with passenger
without helmet

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1027

$77
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Provision

a.

RSA 18(1)(b)
where the
licence
condition
referred to is
condition E,
para. (b) in the
Table in RS (D)
R 207 and refers
to riding a
motor cycle on
which there is a
pillion
passenger
RR 271(3), (4),
(5)

Ride motor cycle carrying
a passenger when
licensed for less than 12
months

Improperly carry
passenger/pillion on a
motor bike or in a sidecar
Fail to have full control,
uninterrupted view, at
least one hand on
handlebars (motorbikes
only) or both feet on
footrests while motorbike
moving
Cause hazard to person or
vehicle by opening door
or alighting from vehicle
Drive or travel with any
part of body protruding
Fail to wear properly
fastened and adjusted seat
belt (driver)
Fail to wear properly
fastened and adjusted seat
belt (passenger)
Travel in or on part of
motor vehicle not
designed for carriage of
passengers or goods
Travel improperly seated
or unrestrained in or on
part of motor vehicle
designed for carriage of
goods

RR 271(1), 297

RR 269(3)

RR 268(3), (4)
RR 264(1)

RR 265(1)

RR 268(1)

RR 268(2)

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

Thursday, 15 September 2005

$105

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
1.05 PU

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004
$107

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$75

0.75 PU

$77

$75

0.75 PU

$77

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$135

1.35 PU

$138
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Provision

a.

RR 268(7)

Driver carrying passenger
under 16 years
improperly seated or
unrestrained in or on part
of motor vehicle designed
for carriage of goods
Passenger on motor
bike/sidecar not wearing
helmet
Pillion passenger not
properly seated on
motorbike
Drive or be in charge of
motor vehicle with
unlawful blood alcohol
level of less than
0⋅05 g/100 ml
Drive or be in charge of
motor vehicle with blood
alcohol level of 0⋅05 or
more but less than
0⋅07g/100ml and RSA 52
(zero blood alcohol) does
not apply to the person
Drive or be in charge of
motor vehicle with blood
alcohol level of 0⋅05 or
more but less than
0⋅07g/100ml and RSA 52
(zero blood alcohol)
applies to the person
Drive or be in charge of
motor vehicle with blood
alcohol level of 0⋅07 or
more but less than
0⋅10g/100ml
Drive or be in charge of
motor vehicle with blood
alcohol level of 0⋅10 or
more but less than
0⋅11 g/100 ml
Drive or be in charge of
motor vehicle with blood
alcohol level of 0⋅11 or
more but less than
0⋅12 g/100 ml

RR 270(2)

RR 271(2)

Drink Driving
RSA 49

RSA 49

RSA 49

RSA 49

RSA 49

RSA 49

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1029

$165

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
1.65 PU

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004
$169

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$240

2.4 PU

$245

$300

3 PU

$307

$300

3 PU

$307

$300

3 PU

$307

$420

4⋅2 PU

429

$420

4⋅2 PU

429
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Provision

a.

RSA 49

Drive or be in charge of
motor vehicle with blood
alcohol level of 0⋅12 or
more but less than
0⋅13 g/100 ml
Drive or be in charge of
motor vehicle with blood
alcohol level of 0⋅13 or
more but less than
0⋅14 g/100 ml
Drive or be in charge of
motor vehicle with blood
alcohol level of 0⋅14 or
more but less than
0⋅15 g/100 ml

RSA 49

RSA 49

Penalty or fee

Signals
RR 56(1), (2),
Fail to obey traffic lights
57(2), (3),
59(1), 60, 61(2),
(5), 64, 65(2),
66(1), (4),
152(1), 281(a),
(b), 282(a), (b),
284(a), (b),
286(2)(a), (b),
(c), (3)
RR 274(a), (b),
Failure of driver of tram
275(a), (b),
to obey T light
277(a), (b),
279(2)(a), (b),
(c), (3)
Licensing and Registration
RS (D) R
Fail to surrender licence
or learner permit when
204(1), 304(4)
required
Unlicensed driving by the
RSA 18
holder of a licence or
permit issued outside
Victoria whose 3 month
exemption from holding a
Victorian licence has
expired under RS (D) R
221(2)(a) or (b)

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

Thursday, 15 September 2005

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004

$420

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
4⋅2 PU

$420

4⋅2 PU

429

$420

4⋅2 PU

429

$200

2 PU

$205

$200

2 PU

$205

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$250

2.5 PU

$256

429
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Provision

a.

RSA 18

Unlicensed driving in the
circumstances set out in
paragraphs (a) and (b) of
section 18(2), namely
when a previous licence
or International Driving
Permit has expired and
the licence has not been
cancelled for an offence
Unlicensed driving in
circumstances other than
those referred to in
Codes 2105 and 2106
Fail to produce licence,
learner permit or other
document on request or
within 7 days
Probationary driver
failing to have licence in
his or her possession
while driving or in charge
of a motor vehicle
Holder of a probationary
driver licence driving a
high powered motor
vehicle before
probationary period
expired
Fail to obey licence
condition other than a
condition referred to in
Code 2086
Fail to display 'L' plates
when required
Display 'P' plates when
not required
Display 'L' plates when
not required
Fail to notify Corporation
of change of name or
address
Number plate not fixed in
accordance with
regulations or altered or
false

RSA 18

RSA 59(1)(a),
(3) TA 216

RSA 21

RS (D) R
211(1)

RSA 18

RS (D) R
214(1)
RS (D) R
217(2)
RS (D) R
214(3)
RS (V) R
225(1), RS (D)
R 225(1)
RS (V) R
222(6), 801

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1031

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004

$250

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
2.5 PU

$500

5 PU

$511

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$110

1.1 PU

$112

$256

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1032

COUNCIL

Provision

a.

RS (V) R
223(7), 801

Registration label not
fixed in accordance with
regulations
Fail to return number
plates
Fail to comply with
transfer requirements—
non dealer
Fail to comply with
repossession or
restoration requirements
Fail to comply with
transfer requirements—
dealer
Own or use unregistered
motor vehicle with 2
axles (other than a motor
cycle)
Own or use unregistered
motor vehicle with 3
axles
Own or use unregistered
motor vehicle with 4
axles
Own or use unregistered
motor vehicle with 5 or
more axles
Fail to display 'P' plates
when required
Own or use unregistered
motor cycle with engine
capacity of 60cc or less
Own or use unregistered
motor cycle with engine
capacity of 61cc or more
but less than 501cc
Own or use unregistered
motor cycle with engine
capacity of 501cc or more
Own or use an
unregistered trailer that is
not a heavy vehicle
Own or use an
unregistered trailer that is
a heavy vehicle with 1
axle

RS (V) R
227(9), 246(4)
RS (V) R
229(1)
RS (V) R
231(1)
RS (V) R
229(1), (2), (3)
RSA 7

RSA 7

RSA 7

RSA 7

RS (D) R
217(1)
RSA 7

RSA 7

RSA 7

RSA 7

RSA 7

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

Thursday, 15 September 2005

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004

$50

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
0.5 PU

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$75

0.75 PU

$77

$75

0.75 PU

$77

$145

1⋅45 PU

$148

$500

5 PU

$511

$700

7 PU

$716

$800

8 PU

$818

$900

9 PU

$920

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$110

1.1 PU

$112

$300

3 PU

$307

$400

4 PU

$409

$110

1.1 PU

$112

$400

4 PU

$409

$51

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Thursday, 15 September 2005

COUNCIL

Provision

a.

RSA 7

Own or use an
unregistered trailer that is
a heavy vehicle with 2
axles
Own or use an
unregistered trailer that is
a heavy vehicle with 3 or
more axles
Reverse from median
strip parking area
Reverse when unsafe or
further than is reasonable
Drive motor vehicle on a
path, nature strip, traffic
island or dividing strip
Place or leave dangerous
substance on road or
leave thing dropped from
vehicle on road
Leave motor vehicle
unattended with keys in
ignition, motor running,
brakes not secured or
doors unlocked
Fail to drive sufficient
distance behind a vehicle
Fail to obey traffic
direction given by police
officer or authorised
person
Drive in a tram lane
Enter an intersection
when the intersection is
blocked or the road
beyond the intersection is
blocked
Impede a tram
Drive unlawfully in bus,
transit, bicycle or truck
lane

RSA 7

Miscellaneous
RR 212(2)
RR 296(1), (2)
RR 137(1),
288(1), 289(1),
290
RR 293(2),
RS (RR) R 603

RR 213(2)

RR 126
RR 304(1)

RR 155(1)
RR 128

RR 76(1), (2)
RR 153(1),
154(1), 156(1),
157(1)

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1033

$700

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
7 PU

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004
$716

$900

9 PU

$920

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$75

0.75 PU

$77

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$75

0.75 PU

$77

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$75
$75

0.75 PU
0.75 PU

$77
$77

$75
$75

0.75 PU
0.75 PU

$77
$77

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1034

COUNCIL

$165

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
1.65 PU

$169

$600

6 PU

$614

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$135

1.35 PU

$138

Stop on a Keep clear
marking
Ride motorbike more than
two abreast
Drive over continuous
white edge line
Drive motor vehicle with
person in attached trailer
Drive motor vehicle with
TV or VDU operating
Fail to comply with
roundabout requirements

$75

0.75 PU

$77

$75

0.75 PU

$77

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$75

0.75 PU

$77

$165

1.65 PU

$169

Fail to carry, use or
permit inspection of
portable warning triangles
Class 1, 2 or 3 vehicle fail
to comply with Schedule
requirements other than
mass or dimension
requirements

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$165

1.65 PU

$169

Provision

a.

RS (V) R 417,
418, 419,
819(1), (3)

Use unsafe vehicle (other
than a large vehicle) or
use vehicle (other than a
large vehicle) that has
been modified or does not
comply with the
Regulations or standards
for registration
Company failing to
disclose identity of driver
when required
Remove or deface
defective vehicle label
Drive with empty bicycle
carrier
Use or permit use of
vehicle in breach of major
vehicle defect notice
Use or permit use of
vehicle in breach of minor
vehicle defect notice
Insecure load

RSA 60

RS (V) R
703(7)
RS (RR) R 605
RS (V) R 702

RS (V) R 702

RS (V) R
802(1)
RR 96(1)
RR 151(1), (2)
RR 150(1)
RR 298(1)
RR 299(1)(a),
(b)
RR 115(1)
Heavy Vehicles
RR 226(1), (2),
227(2), (3)
RS (V) R
506(3), 514(3),
520(3)

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

Thursday, 15 September 2005

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Thursday, 15 September 2005

Provision

a.

COUNCIL

Penalty or fee

RS (V) R
Fail to comply with pilot
507(1), (2), (3), or escort vehicle
508(1)
requirements
Commercial Vehicles
RS (D) R 505,
Fail to observe limit on
506, 508, 508A hours of driving
Driving record offences
RS (D) R
—fail to make and carry
510(1)
RS (D) R
—fail to carry
510(2), (3)
RS (D) R
—deface, destroy or alter
log
514(a), (b)
book
RS (D) R 514(c) —remove page from log
book
RS (D) R
—possess log book not
516(1)(c)(ii)
issued to person
RS (D) R
—possess more than one
log
516(1)(d)
book
—fail to produce on
RSA 59(1)(c)
request
RS (D) R
Log book not signed
511(2)
Fail to carry and produce
RS (V) R 821
documents when required
Mass and Dimension Limits
RS (V) R
Motor vehicle exceeds
417(1), 506(1),
prescribed mass by up to
507(3), 508(1),
1 tonne
514(1), 520(1)
RS (V) R
Motor vehicle exceeds
417(1), 506(1),
prescribed mass by 1⋅01
507(3), 508(1),
to 2 tonnes
514(1), 520(1)
RS (V) R
Motor vehicle exceeds
417(1), 506(1),
prescribed mass by 2⋅01
507(3), 508(1),
to 3 tonnes
514(1), 520(1)
RS (V) R
Motor vehicle exceeds
417(1), 506(1),
prescribed mass by 3⋅01
507(3), 508(1),
to 4 tonnes
514(1), 520(1)

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1035

$165

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
1.65 PU

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004
$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$75

0.75 PU

$77

$145

1⋅45 PU

$148

$265

2.65 PU

$271

$385

3⋅85 PU

$94

$505

5⋅05 PU

$516

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
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COUNCIL

Provision

a.

RS (V) R
418(1), 506(2),
514(2), 520(2)
Tow Trucks
T (TT) R 14

Use vehicle exceeding
permitted dimensions

Tow truck driver operate
flashing light other than at
breakdown or accident
Fail to notify licensing
authority of change of
address
Authority to tow book not
carried
Fail to enter all particulars
on authority to tow form
Fail to hand completed
authority to tow duplicate
to signatory
Tow truck not fitted with
flashing or rotating light
or lights
Tow truck not fitted with
broom, shovel or rubbish
receptacle
Tow truck not equipped
with fire extinguisher
Fail to maintain copies of
invoices
Fail to keep authority to
tow forms
Fail to maintain a record
of tow truck drivers
Fail to attend accident
within 30 minutes
Tow truck driver at
accident scene unlawfully
attending, towing or
attempting to tow
damaged motor vehicle
Owner of tow truck
whose driver at accident
scene unlawfully attends,
tows or attempts to tow a
damaged motor vehicle

T (TT) R
15(1)(c), TA
182C(3)(b)
T (TT) R 7(1)
T (TT) R
7(2)(b)
T (TT) R
7(2)(c)
T (TT) R 5(1)(f)

T (TT) R
5(1)(d)
T (TT) R
5(1)(e)
T (TT) R
8(1)(a)
T (TT) R
8(1)(b)
T (TT) R
8(1)(c)
T (TT) R
11(4)(a)
TA 183B(1)

T (TT) R 12(1)

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

Thursday, 15 September 2005

$165

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
1.65 PU

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004
$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$2000

20 PU

$2045

$700

7 PU

$716

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Thursday, 15 September 2005

Provision

TA 177(1), (2),
(3)

a.

COUNCIL

Penalty or fee

Touting or soliciting at
accident scene for towing,
storing, removal or repair
of damaged vehicle
Fail to produce records on
T (TT) R 8(3)
demand
Drive or travel in tow
TA 182A(1)
truck not being the holder
of driver authority
TA 182C(1), (2) Fail to carry or produce
driver authority on
demand
TA 182A(2), (3) Permit person to drive or
travel in tow truck not
being an authority holder
TA 172(1),
Unlicensed tow truck
172A(1),
172B(1)
Operate heavy tow truck
TA 172B(3)
towing damaged motor
vehicle under 4⋅5 tonnes
GVM from accident
scene
Name and address, tare
T (TT) R 5(2)
and gross, or depot
number not displayed on
tow truck
Fail to tow damaged
T (TT) R 13(3)
motor vehicle on request
T (TT) R
Tow motor vehicle to
place other than specified
7(2)(d)
in authority to tow form
Tow truck driver failing
T (TT) R 13(1)
to clean roadway
Attend accident scene
T (TT) R 12(4)
outside controlled area
without authorisation
Fail to produce tow truck
T (TT) R 6(2)
for inspection
Use, permit or cause use
T (TT) R 6(5)
of tow truck when
prohibited by rectification
notice
Fail to operate tow truck
T (TT) R 9(1)
from authorised depot
Bicycles

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1037

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004

$2000

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
20 PU

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$2000

20 PU

$2045

$500

5 PU

$511

$2000

20 PU

$2045

$2000

20 PU

$2045

$2000

20 PU

$2045

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$500

5 PU

$511

$300

3 PU

$307

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$300

3 PU

$307

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$500

5 PU

$511

$2045

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1038

COUNCIL

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004

$50

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
0.5 PU

$200

2 PU

$205

Fail to obey traffic sign
(other than a traffic sign
referred to in Code 2239
or 2240)

$50

0.5 PU

$51

Fail to keep left

$50

0.5 PU

$51

Ride over double lines
Fail to give way

$50
$50

0.5 PU
0.5 PU

$51
$51

Fail to give signal when
making right turn or Uturn
Fail to have lights or
equipment
Riding improperly

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

Misuse bicycle path,
separated footpath or
shared path or footpath or
fail to use bicycle lane
Bicycle drawn by other
vehicle
Ride more than 2 abreast

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

Provision

a.

RR 304(1)

Fail to obey traffic
direction given by police
officer or authorised
person
Fail to obey traffic lights

RR 56(1)(a),
(c), (2)(a), (c),
57(2), (3),
59(1), 60, 61(2),
(5), 64, 65(2),
66(1), (4),
152(1), 260(1),
(2), 261(1),
262(1), (2),
RR 34(1), 36,
39(1), (2), 41,
88(1), (2),
89(1), (2), 90,
91(1), (2),
93(1), 94, 97(1),
98(1), 99(1),
(2), 100, 252(1)
RR 129(1),
132(1), (2)
RR 132(2)
RR 38, 72(1),
73(1), 74(1),
75(1), 77(1),
78(1), (2),
79(1), 81(2), 83,
84(1), 87(1),
114(1), (2), 119,
164(1)
RR 48(1)

RR 258, 259
RR 245, 246,
255, 257(1)
RR 247(1), 249,
250(3), 251

RR 254(1), (2)
RR 151(1), (2)

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

Thursday, 15 September 2005

$51

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Thursday, 15 September 2005

COUNCIL

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004

$50

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
0.5 PU

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$165

1.65 PU

$169

Fail to obey give way
sign

$165

1.65 PU

$169

Fail to obey traffic
direction given by police
officer or authorised
person
Fail to obey traffic lights

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

Walk improperly on road

$50

0.5 PU

$51

Alight from or board
moving vehicle
Crossing road within 20
metres of pedestrian
crossing
Cross level crossing when
not permitted
Fail to give way when
crossing a bicycle path or
separated footpath

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

Provision

a.

RR 256(1)

Fail to wear securely
fitted approved bicycle
helmet
Use a bicycle to carry a
person who is not wearing
a securely fitted approved
bicycle helmet
Ride bicycle on dividing
strip, footpath, nature
strip or traffic island when
not permitted
Ride bicycle across a
children's, pedestrian or
marked foot crossing
Overtake to left of left
turning vehicle
Fail to comply with
roundabout requirements
Fail to obey stop, stop
here on red signal or stop
here on red arrow sign

RR 256(3)

RR 137(1),
250(1), 288(1),
289(1), 290
RR 248

RR 141(2)
RR 115(1)
RR 56(1)(b), (2)
(b), 67(1),
68(1), 101(1),
(2)
RR 69(1), 70,
71(1)
Pedestrians
RR 304(1)

RR 231(1),
232(1)
RR 230(1),
233(1), (2),
234(2), 238(1),
(2), 239(1)
RR 237(1),
269(1)
RR 234(1)

RR 235(2)
RR 239(3)

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1039

$51

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1040

COUNCIL

Provision

a.

RS (RR) R
401(2)

Person on road to solicit
contributions or
employment, hitchhike,
sell, clean, etc.
Fail to obey no
pedestrians sign or road
access sign
Fail to return licence
Uncertificated driving
Breach of Certificate
condition
Fail to sign Certificate
Fail to notify Certificate
changes
Fail to return Certificate
Allow Uncertificated
Driving
Fail to notify not
certificated
Fail to have records
Fail to retain records
Fail to keep records in
English
Fail to produce records
Fail to give accurate copy
of records
Fail to attach signs to
taxi-cab
Fit unapproved signs
Obscure sign
Fit unapproved
attachments
Fail to comply with
vehicle standards
Fail to comply with
ADRs
Unapproved alteration to
taxi-cab
Use taxi-cab before
inspection
Fail to fit emergency
warning device

RR 228, 229

Taxis
T (T-C) R 5
T (T-C) R 6(1)
T (T-C) R 6(3)
T (T-C) R 6(7)
T (T-C) R 6(8)
T (T-C) R 6(9)
T (T-C) R 7(1)
T (T-C) R 7(3)
T (T-C) R 8(1)
T (T-C) R 8(2)
T (T-C) R 8(3)
T (T-C) R 8(4)
T (T-C) R 8(5)
T (T-C) R 9(1)
T (T-C) R 9(2)
T (T-C) R 9(3)
T (T-C) R 9(4)
T (T-C) R 10(1)
T (T-C) R 10(2)
T (T-C) R 11(1)
T (T-C) R 11(2)
T (T-C) R 12(1)

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

Thursday, 15 September 2005

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004

$50

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
0.5 PU

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$100
$150
$100

1 PU
1.5 PU
1 PU

$102
$153
$102

$50
$50

0.5 PU
0.5 PU

$51
$51

$50
$150

0.5 PU
1.5 PU

$51
$153

$150

1.5 PU

$153

$100
$100
$50

1 PU
1 PU
0.5 PU

$102
$102
$51

$100
$100

1 PU
1 PU

$102
$102

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50
$50
$50

0.5 PU
0.5 PU
0.5 PU

$51
$51
$51

$200

2 PU

$205

$200

2 PU

$205

$200

2 PU

$205

$200

2 PU

$205

$100

1 PU

$102

$51

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Thursday, 15 September 2005

COUNCIL

Provision

a.

T (T-C) R 12(2)

Inaccessible activating
switch
Fit unapproved
emergency warning
device
Fit unapproved protective
screen
Not displaying required
material
Unapproved taxi-cab
colour
Fail to fit roof sign
Roof lamp cannot be
turned off from inside
taxi-cab
Fail to turn off lamp when
taxi-cab hired
Light lamp when
unauthorised
Fail to fit tariff lamps
Unauthorised use of tariff
lamps
Fail to fit internal lamps
Operate taxi-cab when
lamps not working
Fail to fit 'Not for Hire'
sign
Fail to display 'Not for
Hire' sign
Accept hiring when sign
displayed
Inoperative airconditioner
Fail to produce vehicle
for inspection
Use taxi-cab when
prohibited
Fail to produce inspection
details
Interfere with taxi-cab
equipment
Fail to carry passenger
Fail to fulfil hiring
Incorrect route

T (T-C) R 12(4)

T (T-C) R 13(2)
T (T-C) R 14(1)
T (T-C) R 14(2)
T (T-C) R 15(1)
T (T-C) R 15(2)

T (T-C) R 15(3)
T (T-C) R 15(4)
T (T-C) R 16(1)
T (T-C) R 16(2)
T (T-C) R 16(3)
T (T-C) R 16(4)
T (T-C) R 17(1)
T (T-C) R 17(2)
T (T-C) R 17(3)
T (T-C) R 18
T (T-C) R 19(2)
T (T-C) R 19(5)
T (T-C) R 19(7)
T (T-C) R 20
T (T-C) R 22(1)
T (T-C) R 22(2)
T (T-C) R 22(3)

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1041

$100

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
1 PU

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004
$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100
$100

1 PU
1 PU

$102
$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100
$100

1 PU
1 PU

$102
$102

$100
$100

1 PU
1 PU

$102
$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$200

2 PU

$205

$200

2 PU

$205

$200

2 PU

$205

$150

1.5 PU

$153

$100
$100
$100

1 PU
1 PU
1 PU

$102
$102
$102

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
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COUNCIL

$100

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
1 PU

$102

$50
$50
$120
$200
$50

0.5 PU
0.5 PU
1⋅2 PU
2 PU
0.5 PU

$51
$51
123
$205
$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50
$50
$50
$50

0.5 PU
0.5 PU
0.5 PU
0.5 PU

$51
$51
$51
$51

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$100

1 PU

$102

$50
$50

0.5 PU
0.5 PU

$51
$51

$50
$50

0.5 PU
0.5 PU

$51
$51

$50
$100
$100
$100

0.5 PU
1 PU
1 PU
1 PU

$51
$102
$102
$102

$100
$100

1 PU
1 PU

$102
$102

$100
$100

1 PU
1 PU

$102
$102

Fail to give legible receipt

$100

1 PU

$102

Unauthorised meter
Fail to fit operating meter
Unsealed meter
Inoperative meter
Unapproved meter

$100
$100
$100
$100
$100

1 PU
1 PU
1 PU
1 PU
1 PU

$102
$102
$102
$102
$102

Provision

a.

T (T-C) R 22(4)

Fail to take nominated
route
Absent from taxi-cab
Fail to wear uniform
Consume alcohol on duty
Smoke in taxi-cab
Unauthorised carriage of
animals
Fail to correctly set down
passengers
Interfere with traffic
Refuse to carry passenger
Fail to assist passenger
Fail to take care of
luggage
Fail to give property to
driver
Fail to give lost property
to Police
Incorrect use of taxi-stand
Try to use fully occupied
taxi-stand
Improper use of taxi-stand
Fail to take next position
on taxi-stand
Fail to accept hiring
Unauthorised fare
Overcharging
Unauthorised detention
rate
Fail to wait for passenger
Unauthorised multiplehiring
Refuse to tell hirer of fare
Fail to give receipt

T (T-C) R 24
T (T-C) R 25(1)
T (T-C) R 26
T (T-C) R 27
T (T-C) R 28
T (T-C) R 29(1)
T (T-C) R 29(2)
T (T-C) R 30(2)
T (T-C) R 31(1)
T (T-C) R 31(2)
T (T-C) R 32(1)
T (T-C) R 32(2)
T (T-C) R 33(2)
T (T-C) R 33(3)
T (T-C) R 33(4)
T (T-C) R 33(5)
T (T-C) R 33(7)
T (T-C) R 34(1)
T (T-C) R 34(2)
T (T-C) R 34(4)
T (T-C) R 34(7)
T (T-C) R 34(8)
T (T-C) R 34(9)
T (T-C) R
34(10)
T (T-C) R
34(11)
T (T-C) R 35(1)
T (T-C) R 35(2)
T (T-C) R 35(3)
T (T-C) R 35(4)
T (T-C) R 35(5)

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

Thursday, 15 September 2005

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004
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Provision

a.

T (T-C) R 35(7)

Unauthorised alterations
affecting meter
Operate meter when taxicab not hired
Fail to start meter when
taxi-cab hired
Fail to inform hirer of
new tariff
Fail to return meter to
neutral
Fail to correctly fit meter

T (T-C) R 35(8)
T (T-C) R 35(9)

Penalty or fee

T (T-C) R
35(10)
T (T-C) R
35(11)
T (T-C) R
35(12)
T (T-C) R
Meter not working
35(14)
correctly
Passenger Vehicles
T (PV) R 5(1)
Fail to return licence
T (PV) R 6(1)
Uncertificated driving
Breach of Certificate
T (PV) R 6(3)
condition
T (PV) R 6(8)
Fail to sign a Certificate
Fail to notify Certificate
T (PV) R 6(9)
changes
T (PV) R 6(10) Fail to return Certificate
Allow Uncertificated
T (PV) R 7(1)
driving
Fail to notify not
T (PV) R 7(3)
certificated
T (PV) R 10(1) Fail to have records
T (PV) R 10(3) Fail to retain records
T (PV) R 10(4) Fail to keep records in
English
T (PV) R 10(5) Fail to produce records
T (PV) R 10(6) Fail to give accurate copy
of records
T (PV) R 11(1) Fail to attach signs to
vehicle
T (PV) R 11(2) Fit unapproved signs
T (PV) R 11(3) Obscure sign
T (PV) R 12(1) Fail to comply with
vehicle standards
T (PV) R 12(2) Fail to comply with
ADRs
T (PV) R 13(1) Unapproved alteration to
vehicle

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1043

$100

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
1 PU

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004
$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100
$150
$100

1 PU
1.5 PU
1 PU

$102
$153
$102

$50
$50

0.5 PU
0.5 PU

$51
$51

$50
$150

0.5 PU
1.5 PU

$51
$153

$150

1.5 PU

$153

$100
$100
$50

1 PU
1 PU
0.5 PU

$102
$102
$51

$100
$100

1 PU
1 PU

$102
$102

$50

0.5 PU

$51

$50
$50
$200

0.5 PU
0.5 PU
2 PU

$51
$51
$205

$200

2 PU

$205

$200

2 PU

$205
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Provision

a.

T (PV) R 13(2)

Use vehicle before
inspection
Unapproved fitting or
equipment
Fail to produce vehicle
for inspection
Use vehicle when
prohibited
Fail to produce inspection
details
Interfere with vehicle
equipment
Touting or attempting to
induce passenger to hire
Absent from vehicle
Fail to correctly set down
passengers
Interfere with traffic
Consume alcohol on duty
Fail to give property to
driver
Fail to give property to
licence holder or vehicle
operator
Fail to give lost property
to Police
Operating outside
conditions of licence
School bus without
hazard warning device
and 'school bus' signs
Fail to activate hazard
warning device or
warning lights on school
bus
Vehicle door open while
vehicle in motion
Unauthorised operating
(vehicle with seating
capacity of not more than
12)
Unauthorised operating
(any other vehicle)

T (PV) R 13(3)
T (PV) R 18(2)
T (PV) R 18(5)
T (PV) R 18(7)
T (PV) R 20
TA 158A
T (PV) R 25
T (PV) R 30(1)
T (PV) R 30(2)
T (PV) R 31
T (PV) R 34(1)
T (PV) R 34(3)

T (PV) R 34(4)
TA 158(3)
T (PV) R 15(1)

T (PV) R 15(3),
RR 222

T (PV) R 27,
RR 269(4)
TA 158(1)

TA 158(1)
Signs

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

Thursday, 15 September 2005

$200

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
2 PU

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004
$205

$200

2 PU

$205

$200

2 PU

$205

$200

2 PU

$205

$200

2 PU

$205

$150

1⋅5 PU

$153

$2000

20 PU

$2045

$50
$50

0.5 PU
0.5 PU

$51
$51

$50
$120
$50

0.5 PU
1⋅2 PU
0.5 PU

$51
$123
$51

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$100

1 PU

$102

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$135

1.35 PU

$138

$2000

20 PU

$2045

$100

1 PU

$102
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$105

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
1.05 PU

$107

Fail to obey one way or
no entry sign
Fail to obey no overtaking
or passing or no
overtaking on bridge sign
Fail to obey keep left or
keep right sign
Fail to obey stop, stop
here on red signal or stop
here on red arrow sign

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$165

1.65 PU

$169

Fail to obey give way
sign
Fail to obey emergency
stopping lane only sign
Fail to obey low clearance
or clearance sign
Fail to obey no exit sign
Fail to obey no trucks
sign
Fail to obey trucks must
enter or buses must enter
sign
Exceed mass limit sign by
up to 1 tonne over the
limit
Exceed mass limit sign by
1⋅01 to 2 tonnes
Exceed mass limit sign by
2⋅01 to 3 tonnes
Exceed mass limit sign by
3⋅01 to 4 tonnes
Disobey information on a
road access sign
Fail to obey no buses sign

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$165

1.65 PU

$169

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$105
$105

1.05 PU
1.05 PU

$107
$107

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$145

1⋅45 PU

148

$265

2.65 PU

$271

$385

3⋅85 PU

$394

$505

5⋅05 PU

$516

$105

1.05 PU

$107

$105

1.05 PU

$107

Provision

a.

RR 34(1), 39(1),
(2), 40, 41,
88(1), (2),
89(1), (2), 90,
91(1), (2),
92(1), 159(1),
212(1)
RR 98(1), 100

Fail to obey turn
prohibition or
requirement sign or
marking

RR 93(1), 94

RR 99(1), (2)
RR 56(1)(b),
(2)(b), 67(1),
68(1), 101(1),
(2)
RR 69(1), 70,
71(1)
RR 95(1)
RS (V) R
809(2)
RR 100
RR 104(1), (2),
(3)
RR 105, 107

RS (V) R
808(2)
RS (V) R
808(2)
RS (V) R
808(2)
RS (V) R
808(2)
RR 97(1)
RR 106(1), (2),
(3)
Riders of Animals

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1045

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004
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COUNCIL

a.

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

Rider or person being
$50
carried who is under 18
years fail to wear
approved helmet
Fail to give way to
RR 302
$50
pedestrians on footpath or
nature strip
Fail to give way to
RR 119
$50
vehicle leaving
roundabout
Ride animal more than
RR 303(1), (2)
$50
two abreast
Wheeled Recreation Devices
Travel in or on a wheeled $50
RR 240(1), (2)
recreational device on a
prohibited road
Travel improperly on a
RR 241(1)
$50
road in or on a wheeled
recreational device
Travel on rollerblades/
RR 243(1)
$50
rollerskates on pedestrian
side of separated footpath
Person on rollerblades/
RR 243(2)
$50
rollerskates failing to
keep out of the path of
bicycle on bicycle path or
separated footpath
Travel in or on wheeled
RR 244
$50
recreational device while
holding onto moving
vehicle
4. Road Safety (Vehicles) Regulations 1999
Fee for transfer of
$14
Reg 237(1)(a)
registration of motor
vehicle (other than a
motor cycle) to a dealer
Fee for transfer of
$27.50
Reg 237(1)(c)
registration of a vehicle
(other than to a dealer or a
motor cycle or trailer)
Reg 302(5) and Fee for unregistered
$17
Schedule 6,
vehicle permit—for each
28 days or part of 28 days
item 6
of the permit's validity
RS (RR) R 601

Thursday, 15 September 2005

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
0.5 PU

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004

0.5 PU

$51

0.5 PU

$51

0.5 PU

$51

0.5 PU

$51

0.5 PU

$51

0.5 PU

$51

0.5 PU

$51

0.5 PU

$51

1.4 FU

$14.30

2.75 FU

$28.10

1.7 FU

$17.40

$51
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$32.00

No of penalty
units(PU) or
fee units (FU)
following
conversion
3.2 FU

$32.70

Fee for application for
tester's licence or for
approval of additional or
replacement premises
Fee for renewal of tester's
licence

$80

8 FU

$81.80

$16

1.6 FU

$16.40

Fee for issue of duplicate
tester's licence

$15.40

1.54 FU

$15.80

Provision

a.

Reg 308(b) and
Schedule 6,
item 9
Reg 601(2)(b)
and Schedule 6,
item 13

Fee for issue of club
permit

Reg 601(7)(b)
and Schedule 6,
item 14
Reg 602 and
Schedule 6,
item 15

Penalty or fee

b.

Value of
penalty or
fee prior to
amendment

1047

Value following
indexation of
units on 1 July
2004

The Honourable Member will be aware that there are a number of other provisions in the Regulations and the
"Road Rules – Victoria" made under the Road Safety Act 1986, which already fixed a penalty expressed in penalty
units. These provisions were not amended by the Monetary Units Act 2004.
The dollar amount of each of these penalties may be calculated by multiplying $102.25 by the number of penalty
units specified in the relevant provision, and rounding to the nearest dollar. In this regard, I refer the Honourable
Member to sections 5 to 7 of the Monetary Units Act 2004 and Government Gazette No G 25 of 17 June 2004, p
1684.

Environment: Alpine Resorts Coordinating Council — freedom of information requests
3768.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Alpine
Resorts Coordinating Council between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board — freedom of information requests
3769.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Falls Creek
Alpine Resort Management Board between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.
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(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Lake Mountain Alpine Resort Management Board — freedom of information
requests
3770.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Lake
Mountain Alpine Resort Management Board between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Mt Baw Baw Alpine Resort Management Board — freedom of information requests
3771.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Mt Baw Baw
Alpine Resort Management Board between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Mt Buller Alpine Resort Management Board — freedom of information requests
3772.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Mt Buller
Alpine Resort Management Board between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.
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(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Mt Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board — freedom of information requests
3773.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Mt Hotham
Alpine Resort Management Board between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Mt Stirling Alpine Resort Management Board — freedom of information requests
3774.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Mt Stirling
Alpine Resort Management Board between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Caulfield Racecourse Trust — freedom of information requests
3775.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Caulfield
Racecourse Trust between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.
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(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Caulfield Racecourse Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust — freedom of information
requests
3776.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the National
Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The National Tennis Centre is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management — freedom of information
requests
3777.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Phillip Island
Nature Park Board of Management between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question
should more appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Shrine of Remembrance Trust — freedom of information requests
3778.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Shrine of
Remembrance Trust between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
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(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

1051

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Shrine of Remembrance Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Yarra Bend Park Trust — freedom of information requests
3779.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Yarra Bend
Park Trust between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Yarra Bend Park Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: EcoRecycle — freedom of information requests
3780.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by EcoRecycle
between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Environment Protection Authority — freedom of information requests
3781.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Environment
Protection Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
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(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Environment Protection Board — freedom of information requests
3782.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Environment
Protection Board between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: National Parks Advisory Council — freedom of information requests
3783.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the National
Parks Advisory Council between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Parks Victoria — freedom of information requests
3784.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Parks Victoria
between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
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(a)

How many requests were received.

(b)

How many were — (i) denied in full; (ii) released in part; and (iii) released in full.

(c)

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Reference Areas Advisory Committee — freedom of information requests
3807.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the
Reference Areas Advisory Committee between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Royal Botanic Gardens Board — freedom of information requests
3808.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Royal
Botanic Gardens Board between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Scientific Advisory Committee — freedom of information requests
3809.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Scientific
Advisory Committee between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria — freedom of information requests
3810.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the
Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Timber Promotion Council — freedom of information requests
3811.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Timber
Promotion Council between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Trust for Nature — freedom of information requests
3812.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Trust for
Nature between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Corangamite Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information
requests
3813.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the
Corangamite Catchment Management Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.
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How many were —
(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Gippsland Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information requests
3814.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the East
Gippsland Catchment Management Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Glenelg-Hopkins Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information
requests
3815.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the
Glenelg-Hopkins Catchment Management Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —
(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.
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How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Goulburn-Broken Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information
requests
3816.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the
Goulburn-Broken Catchment Management Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Mallee Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information requests
3817.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Mallee
Catchment Management Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: North Central Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information
requests
3818.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the North
Central Catchment Management Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: North East Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information requests
3819.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the North
East Catchment Management Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management Authority — freedom of
information requests
3820.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Port
Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information
requests
3821.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the West
Gippsland Catchment Management Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Wimmera Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information requests
3822.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the
Wimmera Catchment Management Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1060

COUNCIL

(1)

How many requests were received.
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How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.
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How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Victorian Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information requests
3823.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Victorian
Catchment Management Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Victorian Coastal Council — freedom of information requests
3824.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Victorian
Coastal Council between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —
(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and
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released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Victorian Environmental Assessment Council — freedom of information requests
3825.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Central Coastal Board — freedom of information requests
3826.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Central
Coastal Board between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Gippsland Coastal Board — freedom of information requests
3827.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the
Gippsland Coastal Board between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Western Coastal Board — freedom of information requests
3828.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Western
Coastal Board between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Barwon Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3829.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Barwon
Region Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Central Gippsland Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3830.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Central
Gippsland Region Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Central Highlands Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3831.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Central
Highlands Region Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Coliban Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3832.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Coliban
Region Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: East Gippsland Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3833.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the East
Gippsland Region Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Glenelg Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3834.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Glenelg
Region Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Goulburn Valley Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3835.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Goulburn
Valley Region Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Grampians Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3836.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the
Grampians Region Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Lower Murray Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3842.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Lower
Murray Region Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: North East Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3843.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the North
East Region Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Portland Coast Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3844.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Portland
Coast Region Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: South Gippsland Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3845.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the South
Gippsland Region Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: South West Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3846.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the South
West Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Western Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3847.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Western
Region Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Westernport Regional Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3848.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the
Westernport Regional Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: First Mildura Irrigation Trust — freedom of information requests
3849.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the First
Mildura Irrigation Trust between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Gippsland and Southern Rural Water Authority — freedom of information
requests
3850.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the
Gippsland and Southern Rural Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3851.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the
Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Sunraysia Rural Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3852.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Sunraysia
Rural Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Wimmera-Mallee Rural Water Authority — freedom of information requests
3853.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the
Wimmera-Mallee Rural Water Authority between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: City West Water — freedom of information requests
3854.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by City West
Water between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This aspect of City West Water's activities is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should
more appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Melbourne Water Corporation — freedom of information requests
3855.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the
Melbourne Water Corporation between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: South East Water Ltd — freedom of information requests
3856.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the South
East Water Ltd between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
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(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.
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How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This aspect of South East Water Ltd's activities is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question
should more appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Yarra Valley Water Ltd — freedom of information requests
3857.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Yarra
Valley Water Ltd between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This aspect of Yarra Valley Water Ltd's activities is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question
should more appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Royal Melbourne Zoological Parks and Gardens — freedom of information
requests
3858.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Royal
Melbourne Zoological Parks and Gardens between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —
(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and
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released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Healesville Sanctuary — freedom of information requests
3859.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by Healesville
Sanctuary between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Victoria’s Open Range Zoo — freedom of information requests
3860.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by Victoria’s
Open Range Zoo at Werribee between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Alpine Advisory Committee — freedom of information requests
3871.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Alpine
Advisory Committee between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Historic Buildings Management Committee — freedom of information requests
3872.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Historic
Buildings Management Committee between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Historic Buildings Management Committee ceased to exist in 1999.

Environment: Victorian Mineral Water Committee — freedom of information requests
3873.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by the Victorian
Mineral Water Committee between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
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How many were —
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(a)

denied in full;
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released in part; and

(c)

released in full.
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How many of these requests were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Transport: VicTrack — freedom of information requests
4006.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Freedom of Information requests received by VicTrack
between 1 July 2003 and 30 June 2004:
(1)

How many requests were received.

(2)

How many were —

(3)

(a)

denied in full;

(b)

released in part; and

(c)

released in full.

How many were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
(1)
(2)

(3)

Two requests were received.
(a) One was denied in full
(b) None were released in part
(c) One was released in full
None were given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

Attorney-General: Equal Opportunity Commission — interstate and overseas travel
4132.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): In relation to interstate and overseas travel by the members and staff of the Equal
Opportunity Commission in 2003-04:
(1)

How many trips were undertaken.
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What costs were associated with the travel.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Staff and Members of the Equal Opportunity Commission Victoria undertook 22 interstate trips during
2003/04.

(2)

The total cost of these trips was $16,319.37.

Attorney-General: Legal Practice Board — interstate and overseas travel
4134.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): In relation to interstate and overseas travel by the members and staff of the Legal
Practice Board in 2003-04:
(1)

How many trips were undertaken.

(2)

What costs were associated with the travel.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were 3 interstate trips undertaken by staff of the Legal Practice Board during 2003/2004.

(2)

The total costs associated with travel for the year 2003-2004 was $3122.00.

Attorney-General: Office of the Public Advocate — interstate and overseas travel
4138.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): In relation to interstate and overseas travel by the members and staff of the Office of
the Public Advocate in 2003-04:
(1)

How many trips were undertaken.

(2)

What costs were associated with the travel.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were 9 interstate trips undertaken by staff of the Office of the Public Advocate in 2003-04.

(2)

Total costs associated with the travel was $6,726.70.

Environment: EcoRecycle Victoria — entertainment expenses
4227.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to EcoRecycle Victoria’s entertainment expenses incurred in
2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Environment Protection Authority — entertainment expenses
4228.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Environment Protection Authority’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Environment Protection Board — entertainment expenses
4229.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Environment Protection Board’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: National Parks Advisory Council — entertainment expenses
4230.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the National Parks Advisory Council’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Parks Victoria — entertainment expenses
4231.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Parks Victoria’s entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04,
what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Reference Areas Advisory Committee — entertainment expenses
4232.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Reference Areas Advisory Committee’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Royal Botanic Gardens Board — entertainment expenses
4233.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Royal Botanic Gardens Board’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Scientific Advisory Committee — entertainment expenses
4234.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Scientific Advisory Committee’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Sustainable Energy Authority — entertainment expenses
4235.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Timber Promotion Council — entertainment expenses
4236.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Timber Promotion Council’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Trust for Nature — entertainment expenses
4237.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Trust for Nature’s entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04,
what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Corangamite Catchment Management Authority — entertainment expenses
4238.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Corangamite Catchment Management Authority’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: East Gippsland Catchment Management Authority — entertainment expenses
4239.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the East Gippsland Catchment Management Authority’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Glenelg-Hopkins Catchment Management Authority — entertainment expenses
4240.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Glenelg-Hopkins Catchment Management Authority’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Goulburn-Broken Catchment Management Authority — entertainment expenses
4241.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Goulburn-Broken Catchment Management Authority’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Mallee Catchment Management Authority — entertainment expenses
4242.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Mallee Catchment Management Authority’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: North Central Catchment Management Authority — entertainment expenses
4243.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the North Central Catchment Management Authority’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: North East Catchment Management Authority — entertainment expenses
4244.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the North East Catchment Management Authority’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management Authority — entertainment
expenses
4245.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management
Authority’s entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in
excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority — entertainment expenses
4246.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Wimmera Catchment Management Authority — entertainment expenses
4247.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Wimmera Catchment Management Authority’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Victorian Catchment Management Authority — entertainment expenses
4248.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Victorian Catchment Management Authority’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Victorian Coastal Council — entertainment expenses
4249.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Victorian Coastal Council’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1088

COUNCIL

(a)

date incurred;
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cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Victorian Environmental Assessment Council — entertainment expenses
4250.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Victorian Environmental Assessment Council’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Central Coastal Board — entertainment expenses
4251.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Central Coastal Board’s entertainment expenses incurred
in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Gippsland Coastal Board — entertainment expenses
4252.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Gippsland Coastal Board’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Western Coastal Board — entertainment expenses
4253.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Western Coastal Board’s entertainment expenses incurred
in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Barwon Region Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4254.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Barwon Region Water Authority’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Central Gippsland Region Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4255.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Central Gippsland Region Water Authority’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Central Highlands Region Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4256.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Central Highlands Region Water Authority’s entertainment
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expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Coliban Region Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4257.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Coliban Region Water Authority’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: East Gippsland Regional Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4258.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the East Gippsland Region Water Authority’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;
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(c)

number of guests;

(d)
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(e)
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Glenelg Region Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4259.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Glenelg Region Water Authority’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Goulburn Valley Region Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4260.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Goulburn Valley Region Water Authority’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and
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name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Grampians Region Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4261.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Grampians Region Water Authority’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Lower Murray Region Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4262.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Lower Murray Region Water Authority’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: North East Region Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4263.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the North East Region Water Authority’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in relation to expenses in
excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Portland Coast Region Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4264.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Portland Coast Region Water Authority’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: South Gippsland Region Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4265.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the South Gippsland Region Water Authority’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: South West Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4266.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the South West Water Authority’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1096

COUNCIL

Thursday, 15 September 2005

Environment: Western Region Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4267.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Western Region Water Authority’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Westernport Region Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4268.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Westernport Region Water Authority’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Water: First Mildura Irrigation Trust — entertainment expenses
4269.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Water): In relation to the First Mildura Irrigation Trust’s entertainment expenses incurred in
2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Gippsland and Southern Rural Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4301.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Gippsland and Southern Rural Water Authority’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4302.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Authority’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and
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name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Sunraysia Rural Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4303.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Sunraysia Rural Water Authority’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Wimmera-Mallee Rural Water Authority — entertainment expenses
4304.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Wimmera-Mallee Rural Water Authority’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: City West Water — entertainment expenses
4305.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to City West Water’s entertainment expenses incurred in
2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This aspect of City West Water's activities is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should
more appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Melbourne Water Corporation — entertainment expenses
4306.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Melbourne Water Corporation’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: South East Water Ltd — entertainment expenses
4307.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the South East Water Ltd’s entertainment expenses incurred in
2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This aspect of South East Water Ltd's activities is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question
should more appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Yarra Valley Water Ltd — entertainment expenses
4308.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Yarra Valley Water Ltd’s entertainment expenses incurred
in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This aspect of Yarra Valley Water Ltd's activities is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question
should more appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Royal Melbourne Zoological Parks and Gardens Board — entertainment expenses
4309.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Royal Melbourne Zoological Parks and Gardens Board’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Healesville Sanctuary — entertainment expenses
4310.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Healesville Sanctuary’s entertainment expenses incurred in
2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Victoria’s Open Range Zoo — entertainment expenses
4311.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Victoria’s Open Range Zoo at Werribee’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Alpine Advisory Committee — entertainment expenses
4322.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Alpine Advisory Committee’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Historic Buildings Management Committee — entertainment expenses
4323.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Historic Buildings Management Committee’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Historic Buildings Management Committee ceased to exist in 1999.

Environment: Victorian Mineral Water Committee — entertainment expenses
4324.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Victorian Mineral Water Committee’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2003-04, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question should more appropriately be asked of me in my capacity as Minister for Water and I answer the
question in that capacity.
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Midlands forest management area
4353.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Environment): In relation to the Midlands Forest Management Area for the period 1 January 2003 to 31
October 2004, what were the total cubic metres of saw logs harvested from the —
(a)

actual Wombat Forest; and

(b)

total Midland FMA.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
During the period between 1 January 2003 and 31 October 2004, 394 cubic metres of sawlog were harvested
from the Wombat Forest and 7388 cubic metres from the total Midland FMA.

Environment: Alpine Resorts Coordinating Council — entertainment expenses
4567.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Alpine Resorts Coordinating Council’s entertainment
expenses incurred in 2002-03, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including
the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.
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Environment: Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board — entertainment expenses
4568.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2002-03, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Lake Mountain Alpine Resort Management Board — entertainment expenses
4569.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Lake Mountain Alpine Resort Management Board’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2002-03, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Mount Baw Baw Alpine Resort Management Board — entertainment expenses
4570.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Mt Baw Baw Alpine Resort Management Board’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2002-03, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Mount Buller Alpine Resort Management Board — entertainment expenses
4571.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Mt Buller Alpine Resort Management Board’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2002-03, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Mount Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board — entertainment expenses
4572.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Mt Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2002-03, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Mount Stirling Alpine Resort Management Board — entertainment expenses
4573.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Mt Stirling Alpine Resort Management Board’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2002-03, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time and resources required to collect this information would place an unreasonable burden on my
Department.

Environment: Caulfield Racecourse Trust — entertainment expenses
4574.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Caulfield Racecourse Trust’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2002-03, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Caulfield Racecourse Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust — entertainment expenses
4575.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2002-03, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
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(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The National Tennis Centre is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management — entertainment expenses
4576.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2002-03, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of
$500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question
should more appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Shrine of Remembrance Trust — entertainment expenses
4577.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Shrine of Remembrance Trust’s entertainment expenses
incurred in 2002-03, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Shrine of Remembrance Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Yarra Bend Park Trust — entertainment expenses
4578.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Yarra Bend Park Trust’s entertainment expenses incurred
in 2002-03, what are the details, in relation to expenses in excess of $500, including the —
(a)

date incurred;

(b)

cost;

(c)

number of guests;

(d)

purpose; and

(e)

name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Yarra Bend Park Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more appropriately
be asked of the responsible Minister.

Transport: Infrastructure — external legal advice
4603.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): What has been the expenditure by the Department of Infrastructure on external
legal advice since 1 January 2003.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Department of Infrastructure has spent $26,256,320.72 (excluding GST) on external legal advice since 1
January, 2003.

Transport: Infrastructure — alcohol purchases
4621.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to alcohol purchased by the Department of Infrastructure since 1
June 2003:
(1)

What was the date of each purchase.

(2)

What was the value of each purchase.

(3)

What items were purchased.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The following table includes the total expenditure on alcohol by the Department of Infrastructure from 1 June 2003
to the date the question was raised:
Date

Expenditure

20/06/03
26/06/03
17/07/03
12/08/03
16/09/03
15/10/03
18/10/03
07/11/03
25/11/03
26/11/03
27/11/03
28/11/03
03/12/03
10/12/03
15/12/03
15/12/03
16/12/03
17/12/03
17/12/03
18/12/03
23/12/03
24/12/03
20/02/04
22/04/04
02/05/04
09/07/04
05/08/04
06/08/04
10/08/04

$83.62
$116.50
$189.91
$90.90
$121.40
$62.90
$201.43
$95.26
$48.00
$96.00
$243.50
$50.20
$68.00
$1880.00
$127.23
$129.60
$412.84
$123.20
$137.03
$1,484.50
$106.45
$174.18
$677.70
$163.58
$72.00
$75.17
$91.72
$613.50
$276.28

20/08/04
24/11/04
06/12/04
13/12/04

$32.85
$64.35
$373.18
$118.96

Items Purchased

Beer
Beer, Wine
Beer, Wine
Beer
Beer, Wine
Wine
Beer, Wine
Wine
Wine
Wine
Beer, Wine
Beer, Wine
Wine
Beer, Wine
Beer, Wine
Beer, Wine
Beer, Wine
Wine
Wine
Beer, Wine
Beer, Wine
Beer, Wine,
Beer, Wine
Beer, Wine
Wine
Wine
Beer, Wine
Beer, Wine
Beer, Wine,
Cider, Spirits
Wine
Beer
Beer, Wine
Wine

Transport: Infrastructure — overseas trips
4640.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport):
(1)

How many overseas trips were undertaken by executive level staff and base line staff of the
Department of Infrastructure in 2003-04.
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What were the destinations.

(3)

What was the purpose of visiting each destination.

(4)

What costs were associated with the travel.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
(1)

Forty two overseas trips were undertaken by executive level and base line staff during the 2003-04 financial
year.
(2)
Destination

(3)
Purpose

(4)
Costs $

Germany, France,
Belgium, USA,
Holland

Accompany DOI Ministers to obtain knowledge of
overseas operations (equivalent to current DOI
operations) in order to facilitate Victoria’s progress
in such operations and compare with latest
international trends (visiting ports, freight logistics
centres and markets and having meetings with
management of those facilities) and to promote
Victoria’s information and communication
technology at the World Centre for Office,
Information and Communications Technology
(CeBIT) Trade Fair.

19,062.25

New Zealand, USA,
UK, Ireland,

Discuss the international developments of User-pays
and Tolling systems (including identifying structural
consequences of toll road operations by the public
sector), as well as establishing the international
mechanisms of raising project finances by project
bonds.

8,794.33

UK

Attend Level Crossing Conference to present a
paper and obtain knowledge of international level
crossing safety initiatives, and meet with various
parties to identify issues with the Train Protection
Warning System installation on Regional Fast Rail.

3,322.14

New Zealand

On campus component of Government sponsored
Executive Masters Public Administration program.

852.57

Germany, Austria

Visiting manufacturer’s facilities for the purpose of
technical evaluation of 'Flexity' and the "Low Floor"
trams.(majority of cost reimbursed by the SA
Government).

7,071.82

UK Germany

Visiting manufacturer’s facilities for the purpose of
gaining operational experience of new V-line diesel
multiple units, to ensure minimal problems when
they enter service as part of the Regional Fast Rail
program.

4,940.95

New Zealand

Presentation of paper at the 2003 Australasian
Transport Research Forum.

1,693.53
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(2)
Destination
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(3)
Purpose
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(4)
Costs $

New Zealand

On campus component of Government sponsored
Executive Masters Public Administration program.

2,370.30

New Zealand

Synchrotron - Determine production capabilities of
magnet manufacturer

1,100.33

New Zealand

Synchrotron – Review the design of all the storage
ring magnets.

2,892.31

New Zealand

Synchrotron – Review the procedures for magnet
manufacture and determine the tolerances based on
the machining procedure.

1,769.52

Germany, Austria

Visiting manufacturer’s facilities for the purpose of
technical evaluation of 'Flexity' and the "Low Floor"
trams. .(majority of cost reimbursed by the SA
Government).

6,700.59

Italy

Attendance at Automated Fares (Conference
accommodation and conference admission only).

547.86

USA

Synchrotron – attend Experimental Physics and
Industrial Control System (EPICS) Collaboration
meeting to meet with and to share code with the
authors of the EPICS modules.

5,740.96

New Zealand

Synchrotron - Determine production capabilities of
magnet manufacturer

Switzerland

Synchrotron - exchange design information with
Synchrotron mechanical engineering community.

4,412.45

New Zealand

Synchrotron – Evaluate a key contractor of the
Synchrotron Project.

1,110.12

Canada

Synchrotron - become familiar with the
commissioning process for the storage ring and with
MATLAB physics software.

6,136.65

USA

Synchrotron – attend USPAS physics course to
study non-linear beam dynamics for electron storage
rings.

8,662.44

USA

Synchrotron – attend EPICS Collaboration meeting
to meet with and to share code with the authors of
the EPICS modules.

5,740.96

USA

Synchrotron - develop and improve knowledge base
with accelerators and radiation protection at
accelerators.

6,001.72

USA

Synchrotron – attend EPICS Collaboration meeting
to meet with and to share code with the authors of
the EPICS modules.

6,761.94

948.27
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(4)
Costs $

Canada

Synchrotron – to experience the process (including
tools required and problems encountered) of
commissioning a light source similar to Australian
Synchrotron Project (ASP).

8,222.97

Denmark

Synchrotron – to review design work for injection
system, visit lab to discuss installation of new
storage ring, and attend conference where
discussions were held with people from other labs as
well as potential suppliers of equipment.

7,722.69

Japan

Synchrotron – Evaluate a key contractor of the
Synchrotron Project.

3,014.81

USA

Synchrotron – to gain further understanding of
accelerator and beam line engineering and to attend
an advanced training in Ultra High Vacuum design.

6,864.47

Switzerland

Synchrotron - Tour of facility with lead vacuum
engineer.

4,019.15

Canada

Synchrotron – to experience the process (including
tools required and problems encountered) of
commissioning a light source similar to ASP.

9,083.15

USA

Synchrotron – to study the theoretical framework
specific to accelerators and particle beams.

5,024.59

Germany

Synchrotron – to learn about RF systems for
accelerators under construction and examine and
consider the European RF cavity currently being
developed.

2,700.34

UK

Synchrotron - to develop knowledge about the
technologies and power systems for accelerators and
establish a peer network within the accelerator
community.

3,533.37

Germany

Synchrotron – to undertake work on the vacuum sub
system for the Synchrotron project.

4,908.12

UK, Switzerland,
Germany

Visit, inspect and compare overseas projects similar
to those being delivered by DOI through Major
Projects Victoria (MPV) to enhance the design,
procurement, commercial evaluation and delivery of
MPV’s projects.(including Wholesale Markets
Redevelopment and Yarra Arts Integration).

15,849.41

France

To discuss with overseas experts the design,
operational and structural assumptions of our
Wholesale Markets Redevelopment and to visit
overseas projects similar to those being delivered by
MPV.

5,064.96
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(4)
Costs $

South Africa

Attend and present a paper at the International
World Road Association Conference (PIARC).

3,869.46

UK, Greece

Attend the World Congress on Information
Technology (WCIT) to meet senior UK government
representatives and to represent Victoria in WCIT
forums and full congress to enhance Victoria’s
position for potential ICT investment and to develop
Victoria’s position as a leader in ICT strategies.

10,976.94

USA

Manage and staff the Australian stand at the Trade
Fair, along with co-ordinating and supporting
Victorian Information Communication Technology
(ICT) companies attending the Trade Fair, and seek
potential investment (in order to grow in the
computer game industry) including analysing
approaches used by other countries.

9,587.01

Germany

Manage and staff the Australian stand at the CeBit
2004 Trade Fair, along with co-ordinating and
supporting Victorian ICT companies attending the
Trade Fair and meet with prospective ICT investors.

12,691.89

USA

Attend investment recruitment meetings, lead and
provide co-ordination for the Victorian Photonics
Network at the Optical Fibre & Communication
Tradeshow, as well as recruit prospective investors.

6,794.13

France, Germany,
UK, USA

Hold discussions with government officials in
relation to IT and eLearning, join Victorian
exhibitors at CeBit 2004 Trade Fair and attend
meetings with ICT companies who have a potential
or existing investment in Victoria. Aim is to attract
ICT investment to Victoria.

33,598.29

UK, France

Join with Academy of Technological Sciences and
Engineering UK e-Science Study Tour and promote
Victoria as a leader in strategies and achievements in
e-research, meet with government and other
innovation policy representatives and meet with
OECD officials to discuss ICT use in education and
the development of broadband markets. Aim is to
develop an understanding of the issues and potential
benefits associated with large scale and distributed
computing facilities and gain knowledge of the
broadband market.

12,521.28

UK, Belgium,
France, Denmark,
Germany, Italy,
Spain

Meet with international agencies in the energy
industry to determine the latest developments,
regulations and strategies and issues in the new
alternative energy and it’s uses (eg wind turbines,
emissions trading, low emission coal power,
undersea cabling etc).

7,996.76
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Transport: Infrastructure — stress-related leave
4649.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport):
(1)

How many days have been taken as stress related leave by executive level staff and base line staff
of the Department of Infrastructure in 2003-04.

(2)

What was the estimated cost.

(3)

What was the total number of staff involved.

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

37 days

(2)

$4,622.28

(3)

3 staff involved

The answer covers all Department of Infrastructure employees.

Transport: V/Line — services
4653.

THE HON. WENDY LOVELL — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): In relation to V/Line rail passenger services for Echuca, Kerang and Swan Hill:
(1)

From 17 January 2005, why has V/Line not based a number of ‘Sprinter’ railcars or locomotive
hauled passenger cars and ‘N’ class locomotives at Bendigo during the Sunbury to Bendigo Fast
Rail project shutdowns to run passenger train services to Rochester, Echuca, Kerang and Swan
Hill.

(2)

Will V/Line reconsider this decision.

(3)

Why has V/Line based a ‘Sprinter’ railcar at Ballarat to run train services to Beaufort and Ararat
during the Bacchus Marsh to Ballarat Fast Rail shutdowns that commenced in February 2005.

(4)

Are alternative normally freight-only routes via Maryborough and Inglewood to Bendigo and via
Meredith to Ballarat both available to transfer passenger trains to or from Bendigo or Ballarat in
the event of breakdowns or maintenance being required while the normal routes via Kyneton and
Ballan respectively are closed due to Fast Rail works.

(5)

Why are residents of towns north and northwest of Bendigo being treated differently to residents
of Beaufort and Ararat.

(6)

What percentage of patronage changes have occurred on the Bendigo to Echuca former rail
services and Bendigo to Kerang and Swan Hill former rail services since 17 January 2005 when
these trains were replaced by coaches, compared with the same period in 2004 when trains ran the
services.

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

V/Line’s decision not to base locomotives and other rolling stock in Bendigo to operate train services to Swan
Hill and Echuca during the Regional Fast Rail (RFR ) shutdown was for the following reasons:
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– locomotives and railcars were required to operate a shuttle service between Melbourne and Sunbury on
the Bendigo Line;
– a desire to minimise the number of changes that customers would need to make from coaches to trains
(ie multiple transport modes); and
– operational issues in relation to servicing of trains at these locations during the line upgrade.
2.

Yes. V/Line reinstated Swan Hill to Bendigo train services from Saturday April 16. Services from Bendigo to
Echuca will continue to be operated by road coaches.

3.

V/Line has based a Sprinter railcar in Ballarat, during the Ballarat line RFR closure, to operate Ararat line
services because of the availability and access to facilities to maintain Sprinter railcar sets in Ballarat.

4.

Yes.

5.

V/Line is not showing any bias to Ararat line residents versus those in towns north and north-west of Bendigo
by continuing to operate trains during the period of the Bendigo Line RFR shutdown. There have been
occasions where Ararat line services have also been replaced with buses due to RFR works on the Ballarat
line.

6.

This information is not yet available.

Transport: rail — fatalities
4832.

THE HON. ANDREW BRIDESON — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister
for Transport):
(1)

How many fatalities have occurred on the Dandenong, Glen Waverley, Alamein and Ferntree
Gully Train Lines, respectively in each year from April 1999 to April 2005.

(2)

How many of these fatalities were due to motor car accidents, suicides and pedestrian accidents,
respectively.

(3)

What action has the Government taken to reduce such fatalities.

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

Refer to Attachment and Table 1 for response.

(2)

Refer to Attachment and Table 1 for response.

(3)

Since 1999 the Government has invested up to $3 million per annum on the level crossing improvements
program and $8.5 million, on a four-year Railway Pedestrian Crossing Protection Upgrade Program.

Since the date the question was raised, the Government has committed an additional $15.8 million to expand the
level crossing and pedestrian crossing safety enhancement programs and to improve systems used to manage and
mitigate transport safety risks and issues.
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Attachment 1
Apr
1999Mar
2000
0

Apr
2000Mar
2001
0

Apr
2001Mar
2002
0

Apr
2002Mar
2003
0

Apr
2003Mar
2004
0

Apr
2004Mar
2005
0

Totals
0

0

0

0

1

0

0

1

Train Vs Pedestrian

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Totals

0

0

0

1

0

0

1

Train Vs Vehicle

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Suicide

0

0

0

1

0

0

1

Train Vs Pedestrian

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Totals

0

0

0

1

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Suicide

2

3

9

2

9

0

25

Train Vs Pedestrian

0

2

2

1

1

1

7

Totals

2

5

11

3

10

1

32

0

1

0

0

0

0

1

Suicide

2

0

3

3

2

3

13

Train Vs Pedestrian

0

1

1

0

1

0

3

Totals

2

2

4

3

3

3

17

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Suicide

0

2

1

1

1

2

7

Train Vs Pedestrian

0

0

2

0

0

0

2

Totals

0

2

3

1

1

2

9

Main Line East

Train Vs Vehicle

(Richmond to up
side East
Camberwell)

Suicide

Alamein Line

Dandenong
Line

Ferntree Gully
Line

Glen Waverley
Line

Note:

Train Vs Vehicle

Train Vs Vehicle

Train Vs Vehicle

Train Vs Pedestrian includes Level Crossing but excludes suicide. Also excludes Track Worker at Camberwell in 2004.
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Transport: taxis — multipurpose taxi cap
4866.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): In relation to the Multipurpose Taxi Program:
(1)

Why was $550 chosen as the cap.

(2)

How many trips is the cap, effectively $10.50 per week (or $21.00 worth of taxi travel), intended
to cover.

(3)

Why was this number of trips chosen.

(4)

Does the Government intend to recognise that the cap equates to limited kilometres that are
inadequate to meet the needs of elderly Victorians and increase the cap.

(5)

To what level will the cap be increased for elderly Victorians living in outer metropolitan
Melbourne and regional Victoria.

(6)

Does the Government agree that the current cap does not reflect the greater distance needs for taxi
travel of those elderly Victorians who live in outer metropolitan Melbourne or regional Victoria.

(7)

What monitoring and evaluation programs have been put in place to confirm that the cap is at an
adequate amount.

(8)

When is the cap to be increased.

(9)

Will the Government increase the cap to better reflect the needs of elderly Victorians.

(10) What are the details of the Government’s plans (if any) to restructure the eligibility criteria for the
Program to reflect elderly Victorian’s ability to use public transport rather than specific identified
medical conditions.
(11) Will the Government admit that eligibility criteria for the Program that reflect elderly Victorian’s
ability to use public transport rather than specific identified medical conditions is a fairer and more
equitable model.
(12) Does the Government intend to expand automatic access to the Program to people who hold
health care cards not currently included, such as the low income card; if not, why.
(13) Does the Government intend to set aside funds in addition to the current $2 million for people who
fail the means test to be able to apply for access to the Program on the basis of 'hardship'; if not,
why.
(14) Does the Government intend to alter the means test to better reflect and include the needs of those
who require taxi travel to go to work and self-funded retirees on low incomes; if not, why.
(15) How many applications for an extension to the cap have been received since the introduction of
reforms to the Program.
(16) How many applications for an extension to the cap have been granted since the introduction of
reforms to the Program.
(17) What are the three most common reasons an application for an extension to the cap has been
refused.
ANSWER:
As at the date the questions were raised, the answers are:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1118

(1)

COUNCIL

Thursday, 15 September 2005

The Multi Purpose Taxi Program (MPTP) is three times the size of a similar program in New South Wales
and was growing at a rate beyond the State’s capacity to fund it. The $550 annual subsidy cap was introduced
to ensure the subsidy continued to be available to those who needed it most.
Since the question was asked the subsidy cap was increased to $565 on 1 July 2005 in line with the
movement in CPI. It will be further increased to $1,000 on 10 September 2005 to ensure that MPTP members
are not adversely impacted by the fare increase that will take effect from the same date.

(2)

The number of trips that can be taken within the subsidy cap is dependent on the distance and time of each
individual trip taken.

(3)

It is not a trip cap. Refer to Question (2) response.

(4)

Members who receive a capped subsidy and require additional subsidy because of exceptional circumstances
are able to apply for additional funds. The cap was increased on 1 July 2005 and will be increased to $1,000
on 10 September 2005.

(5)

The average MPTP subsidy for trips undertaken in regional Victoria is typically less than the subsidy per trip
for the metropolitan area. This is consistent with the Government’s evaluation in 2003 that regional members
would not be adversely affected by the subsidy cap. For members in remote locations, the subsidy cap
increase to $1,000 and trip cap increase from $25 to $30 effective from 10 September 2005 will further
improve their ability to access the subsidised taxi service.

(6)

Refer to Question (5) response.

(7)

The MPTP Panel, comprising a medical and health expert and representatives from the Disability Advisory
Council and Departments of Infrastructure and Human Services, regularly review the performance of the
Program to ensure that members receive the maximum benefit.

(8)

Refer to Question (1) response.

(9)

Refer to Question (1) response.

(10) The MPTP is available to all Victorians who are severely and permanently disabled and unable to
independently and safely access public transport. To ensure that those most in need are able to obtain
subsidised taxi travel, a means test for applicants now applies. A person’s medical eligibility is based on an
assessment of both their disability diagnosis and functional mobility. It is not intended at this time that the
eligibility criteria be widened.
(11) Refer to Question (10) response.
(12) The means testing criteria is consistent with public transport concessions and includes means tested low
income health care cards.
(13) Applicants who are not holders of a means tested concession card may be eligible for membership to the
MPTP if they suffer financial hardship.
(14) Applicants with income above the concession card limits and who have exceptional transport needs related to,
for example, employment, or have significant other disability related expenses which impact on their income
level, are considered for membership on a case by case basis.
(15) At the end of April 2005, 5,467 applications had been received from members seeking additional subsidy
above the annual cap.
(16) A total of 4,162 applications for additional subsidy were approved and 143 refused. The remainder were
applications under assessment or those received from non-members, members who were already exempt
from the cap or from members who withdrew their application.
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(17) Applications are rejected if they do not meet the exceptional circumstances criteria. Priority for extra funding
is given to health, education, training, employment, day programs, volunteering and other circumstances that
are assessed on a case by case basis. The reasons for rejection are not catalogued.

Transport: V/Line Ararat and Bairnsdale services
4934.

THE HON. ANDREW BRIDESON — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister
for Transport): In relation to V/Line rail passenger services for Ararat and Bairnsdale:
(1)

How many V/Line passenger tickets for first class and economy class, respectively for —
(a)

single;

(b)

ordinary return;

(c)

Super Savers;

(d)

Weekend Savers;

(e)

adult paying; and

(f)

concession paying;

were sold from —
(a)

Spencer Street;

(b)

Flinders Street;

(c)

Caulfield;

(d)

Dandenong;

(e)

North Melbourne;

(f)

Footscray;

(g)

Ballarat;

(h)

Warragul;

(i)

Moe;

(j)

Morwell; and

(k)

Traralgon;

for travel to —
(a)

Rosedale;

(b)

Sale;

(c)

Straford;

(d)

Bairnsdale;

(e)

Lakes Entrance;

(f)

Beaufort;

(g)

Ararat;

(h)

Stawell;

(i)

Murtoa;

(j)

Horsham;

(k)

Dimboola and

(l)

Nhill;
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since the resumption of the V/Line passenger rail services to Bairnsdale on 3 May 2004 and
Ararat on 11 July 2004 until 18 May 2005, respectively.
(2)

What percentage of fare-paying passengers travelling beyond Traralgon to East Gippsland and
beyond Ballarat to western Victoria pay a concession fare.

(3)

What number of pensioner free concession vouchers have been issued between each station in (1)
above since 3 May 2004 for the Bairnsdale service and 11 July 2004 for the Ararat service.

(4)

What was V/Line’s estimated cashbox fare revenue (excluding Government reimbursement of
concession fares) and estimated expenses for each of the Ararat and Bairnsdale services since rail
services have resumed.

(5)

Do 42 per cent of V/Line travellers across its entire network pay an adult fare; if not, why.

(6)

What amount has V/Line spent on accommodation in Bairnsdale for its conductors or catering
assistants since the resumption of rail services.

(7)

Have any other staff been accommodated at Bairnsdale; if so, what rank of employee has been
accommodated and what has been the total expenditure on each rank of employee since 3 May
2004.

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

See table below.
Full Fare

Travel to:
1 Rosedale
2 Sale
3 Stratford
4 Bairnsdale
5 Lakes
Entrance
6 Beaufort
7 Ararat
8
9
10
11
12
2.

Stawell
Murtoa
Horsham
Dimboola
Nhill

Fare Type
Economy
First
Economy
First
Economy
First
Economy
First
Economy
First
Economy
First
Economy
First
Economy
Economy
Economy
Economy
Economy

Single
741
14
4502
819
380
54
3052
573
250
0
534
0
1486
0
594
35
451
67
10

Concession

Return
107
6
4922
944
130
25
6033
693
62
0
182
0
3545
4
683
46
1114
220
16

Off
Peak
Saver
44
3
1246
334
61
7
751
198
9
0
22
0
706
0
123
1
117
5
0

Week
End
Saver
18
5
282
25
28
9
156
36
0
0
19
0
278
1
25
0
10
0
0

Single
2010
14
7700
451
682
28
5254
533
798
0
1279
0
2589
0
1168
396
1223
645
24

Return
361
32
10287
1404
263
46
12812
1491
202
4
420
2
7442
2
1676
82
2782
553
23

Off
Peak
Saver
114
19
2714
359
108
10
1413
161
56
2
111
0
2521
0
570
35
507
13
1

For the period of 1 Jan 2005 to 31 Mar 2005 62 per cent of fares travelling beyond Ballarat to western
Victoria were concession and 58 per cent of fares travelling beyond Traralgon were concession.
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3.

V/Line has provided the following data on the number of vouchers issued for travel to and from the listed
stations ((a) to (l)) where journeys originate or terminate at any of the following stations: Spencer Street,
Flinders Street, Caulfield, Dandenong, North Melbourne, Footscray, Ballarat, Warragul, Moe, Morwell and
Traralgon from the resumption of rail services to 18 May 2005.
(a) Rosedale 140;
(b) Sale 6,482;
(c) Stratford 240;
(d) Bairnsdale 12,006;
(e) Lakes Entrance 124;
(f) Beaufort 80;
(g) Ararat 3,112;
(h) Stawell 519;
(i) Murtoa 27;
(j) Horsham 601;
(k) Dimboola 99 and
(l) Nhill 104.

4.

V/Line advises that they cannot to provide estimated cashbox revenue for these services.

5.

The proportion of V/Line passengers across the whole V/Line network paying full fare prices for their tickets
is 42 per cent.

6.

$55,526.75.

7.

Yes, staff including drivers, regional managers and other head office employees have been accommodated in
Bairnsdale. Accommodation costs for these staff are not assigned to particular stations and are not captured in
a manner that would permit an amount to be calculated for Bairnsdale.

Transport: Infrastructure — communications staff
4948.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport):
(1)

As at 31 May 2005 how many officers in the Department of Infrastructure were engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band of each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title of each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
As at 31 May 2005 there were 17 officers in the Department of Infrastructure engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.
The officers listed are engaged in dedicated communication advisory roles.
The job titles of these officers are:
– Communications Assistant
– Communications Adviser – Trade Publications
– Communications Adviser – Regional and Suburban
– Communications Manager – Marine Safety Victoria
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Senior Communications Adviser – 9 Officers (working across business divisions)
Communications Director
Strategic Communications Manager
Communications Manager – Regional Fast Rail
Transport Communications Manager

In relation to salary bands, of the above officers:
Graduate
1 Officer
VPS3
1 Officer
VPS4
1 Officer
VPS5
10 Officers
VPS6
4 Officers

Transport: Hastings Port (Holding) Corp — communications staff
4995.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Hastings Port (Holding) Corp are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
The Hastings Port (Holding) Corp ceased to exist on 31 December 2003.

Transport: Marine Safety Victoria — communications staff
4996.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Marine Safety Victoria are engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

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

There is one staff member dedicated to communications within Marine Safety Victoria.

(2)

Details of the relevant staff member’s salary information cannot be released as it would be a breach of the
Information Privacy Act 2000.

(3)

The position is titled Communications Manager.
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Transport: Melbourne Port Corporation — communications staff
4997.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Melbourne Port Corporation are engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
The Melbourne Port Corporation ceased to exist on 30 June 2003.

Transport: VicRoads — communications staff
5001.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the VicRoads are engaged in communications, including public, corporate
and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

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

VicRoads employed 27 people in communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

2.

Officers were engaged in the following salary bands:
Salary Band
$39,034 - $60,230
$51,650 - $60,230
$59,189 - $69,799
$69,052 - $80,304
$76,177 - $102,239
$110,000 - $152,771

3.

Number of Officers
6
1
15
3
1
1

The job titles for these positions were:
– Communications Officer/Adviser
– Senior Communications Officer/Adviser
– Intranet Manager
– Communications Manager
– Manager Media and Events
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Transport: Victorian Channels Authority — communications staff
5002.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Victorian Channels Authority are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
The Victorian Channels Authority ceased to exist on 31 March 2004.

Transport: VicTrack — communications staff
5004.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the VicTrack are engaged in communications, including public, corporate
and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

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

One.

(2)

As there is only one staff member in VicTrack engaged in communications, including public, corporate and
media relations, the release of that staff member's salary would be a breach of the Information Privacy Act
2000.

(3)

Media Co-ordinator.

Transport: City Circle Tram Promotion Committee — communications staff
5005.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the City Circle Tram Promotion Committee are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

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

One communications officer of the Department of Infrastructure works with the City Circle Tram Promotions
Committee among other tasks. On average this officer works less than one hour per week on City Circle
Tram Promotions Committee. Other officers on the Committee represent various non-Government
organisations.

(2)

Details of the relevant staff member’s salary information cannot be released as it would be a breach of the
Information Privacy Act 2000.

(3)

Communications Adviser

Transport: Public Transport Access Committee — communications staff
5008.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Public Transport Access Committee are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

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

No members of the Public Transport Access Committee are engaged in communications, including public,
corporate and media relations for the Department of Infrastructure.

(2)

DOI does not employ any members of the Public Transport Access Committee.

(3)

See response to (2) above.

Transport: Public Transport Customer Charter Committee — communications staff
5009.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Public Transport Customer Charter Committee are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

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

No members of the Public Transport Customer Consultative Committee (formerly Public Transport Customer
Charter Committee) are engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations for the
Department of Infrastructure.

(2)

DOI does not employ any members of the Public Transport Customer Consultative Committee.

(3)

See response to (2) above.
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Transport: Victorian Bicycle Advisory Committee — communications staff
5010.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Victorian Bicycle Advisory Committee are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
The Victorian Bicycle Advisory Council does not have any officers engaged in communications, including public,
corporate and media relations.

Transport: Victorian Motorcycle Advisory Council — communications staff
5012.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Victorian Motorcycle Advisory Council are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
The Victorian Motorcycle Advisory Council (VMAC) does not have any officers engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.

Transport: Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council — communications staff
5013.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
The Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council ceased to exist as of June 2004.
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Transport: Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council — communications staff
5014.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
The Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council does not have any staff engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.

Transport: corporate resources division — communications staff
5015.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Corporate Resources Division, Department of Infrastructure are
engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
As stated in the answer to Question 4948 which you submitted, as at 31 May 2005 there were 17 officers in the
Department of Infrastructure engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations. The
number of officers has changed to 18 as at 30 June 2005 (see answer to Question 5247 you submitted for details).
The officers listed are engaged in dedicated communication advisory roles.
The core communications function in the Department of Infrastructure is centralised in the Public Affairs Branch,
which is part of the Corporate Resources Division.

Transport: freight, logistics and marine division — communications staff
5016.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Freight, Logistics and Marine Division, Department of Infrastructure are
engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
As stated in the answer to Question 4948 which you submitted, as at 31 May 2005 there were 17 officers in the
Department of Infrastructure engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations. The
number of officers has changed to 18 as at 30 June 2005 (see answer to Question 5247 you submitted).
The majority of these 18 officers are located in the centralised communications area – Public Affairs Branch (part
of the Corporate Resources Division). The remaining officers are located within the divisions themselves.
Of these 18 officers, one officer works in Marine Safety Victoria, a division of the Freight, Logistics and Marine
(FLAM) Division.
In addition, communications services are also provided to the FLAM Division by the Public Affairs Branch (part of
the Corporate Resources Division).
The officers listed are engaged in dedicated communication advisory roles.

Transport: public transport division — communications staff
5018.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Public Transport Division, Department of Infrastructure are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
As stated in the answer to Question 4948 which you submitted, as at 31 May 2005 there were 17 officers in the
Department of Infrastructure engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations. The
number of officers has changed to 18 as at 30 June 2005 (see answer to Question 5247 you submitted).
The majority of these 18 officers are located in the centralised communications area – Public Affairs Branch (part
of the Corporate Resources Division). The remaining officers are located within the divisions themselves.
None of these 18 officers are located in the Public Transport Division (PTD). Communications services are
provided to this division by the Public Affairs Branch (part of the Corporate Resources Division).

Transport: Infrastructure — communications staff
5247.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2005:
(1)

How many officers in the Department of Infrastructure are engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.

(2)

What is the salary band for each of these officers.

(3)

What is the job title for each of these officers.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
As stated in the answer to Question 4948 which you submitted, as at 31 May 2005 there were 17 officers in the
Department of Infrastructure engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations (see
Question 4948 for details).
The total number of officers at 30 June 2005 is 18. The additional communications officer is:
– Senior Communications Adviser at a VPS 5 level.
The officers listed are engaged in dedicated communication advisory roles.

Transport: fare revenue
5276.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the farebox revenue collected for each of the Metcard ticket types sold in
Melbourne by rail, tram and bus operators or their agents by zone for the second, third and fourth
quarters of 2004-05, respectively.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is as per the Attachment.
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5 X Daily

City Saver

City Saver X10

Daily

Daily 5 Pack

Delegate Card

Group Traveller

Judges Pass

Monthly

Off-Peak
Prepaid Travel
Authority

Sunday Saver

Weekly

Yearly

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

2 Hour

2 Hour * 10

Weekly

Concession

Full Fare

Student Pass Yearly

Concession

1,617,048

7,917,712

-

1,240,636

3,219,464

-

-

-

3,936,153

-

-

-

538,296

4,187,770

-

-

-

1,822,523

2,473,829

486,838

-

-

-

489,244

70,112

1,719,305

-

-

-

-

207,216

905,407

Zone 12

639,343

1,622,218

-

78,768

-

1,800,024

-

64,668

-

117,336

2,079,901

-

-

-

334,055

907,847

213,477

-

-

-

148,815

28,559

828,823

-

-

3,278,824

-

34,580

333,982

Zone 123

3,517

198,547

-

-

-

217,752

-

-

-

32,395

450,200

-

-

-

228,860

919,342

286,732

-

-

-

238,738

28,617

1,232,362

-

-

-

-

344,988

1,624,690

Zone 2

-

-

-

-

499,637

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

197,375

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Zone 2+L

2,720

115,616

-

-

-

54,650

-

-

-

108

193,252

-

-

-

47,771

244,830

56,766

11,458

178,253

-

26,459

370

188,778

-

-

-

-

18,390

133,349

Zone 23

690

89,193

-

-

-

50,199

-

-

-

162

244,296

-

-

-

45,195

470,920

179,484

-

-

-

109,416

9,846

883,985

-

-

-

-

128,635

978,181

Zone 3
-

-

-

-

-

218,328

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

80,943

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Bacchus
Marsh +
Zone 12

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Bacchus
Marsh +
Zone 123

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

22

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

1,389

-

-

-

-

-

1,713

Bacchus
Marsh +
Zone 2

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

9

-

-

-

-

-

-

730

-

-

-

-

-

669

Gisborne
+ Zone
12

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

448

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Gisborne
+ Zone
123

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

566

-

-

-

-

-

432

Gisborne
+ Zone 2
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-

6,182,310

-

-

-

1,424,828

9,297,494

434,845

547,391

-

6,047,293

9,148,453

1,260,024

9,425

91,215

-

835,831

192,430

3,052,556

60,881

50,828

-

-

833,630

2,940,165

Zone 1

Zone
3+L
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Full Fare

Off Peak

Student Pass 6 Month

Concession

Monthly

Concession

Concession

Daily

Daily 5 Pack

Concession

City Saver X10

Concession

Concession

60 +

City Saver

Concession

5 X Daily

Concession

Concession

2 Hour

2 Hour * 10

Concession

Ticket Type

Concession

Fare Type

Farebox Revenue ($) by Ticket Type and Zone – Second Quarter (December) FY 2004-2005
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Farebox Revenue ($) by Ticket Type and Zone - Third Quarter (March) FY 2004-2005

2 Hour * 10

2 Hour

-

60,662

823,275

2,972,971

Zone 1

-

64,355

236,922

955,785

Zone 12

2,746,133

41,735

52,996

359,132

Zone 123

-

9,569

372,572

1,526,377

Zone 2

-

-

-

-

Zone
2+L

-

6,547

23,714

135,529

Zone 23

-

4,470

168,291

936,764

Zone 3

-

-

-

-

Zone
3+L

-

-

-

-

Bacchus
Marsh +
Zone 12

-

-

-

-

Bacchus
Marsh +
Zone 123

-

-

-

1,553

Bacchus
Marsh +
Zone 2

-

-

-

639

Gisborne
+ Zone
12

-

-

-

-

Gisborne
+ Zone
123

-

-

673

Gisborne
+ Zone
2

Fare Type

Concession
60 +

5 X Daily

Concession

Concession

Concession

Concession

Concession

Concession

Concession

Student Pass Yearly

Student Pass 6 Month

Off Peak

Monthly

Daily 5 Pack

Daily

City Saver X10

City Saver

8,547,887

1,163,069

3,375,125

457,492

-

922,550

235,354

3,119,368

14,756
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-

-
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-
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-
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-
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280,491

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-
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-
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-

-
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-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-

1,647

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-
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-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

3,774

32,137

233,016

-

-

-

-

51,479

-

-

-

-

-

-

10,379
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201,833

-

53,580

-

-

-

-

58,845

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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452,205

-

-
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-
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-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-

236,104

305,164

600,422

-

-

-

-

251,532
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581,917

4,429,039

86,044

231,687

-

-

421,218
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1,528,305

9,514,029

-

-

-

414,018

Full Fare
Daily

-

-

2,062,279

-

246,565

1,910,981
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Daily 5 Pack

-

-

-

-

-

506,897
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Delegate Card

4,173,151

-

-
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Full Fare
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-

-

567,697
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6,455,063

-

-
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Judges Pass

-

Full Fare

Full Fare

72,210

Full Fare

Full Fare

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

Prepaid Travel Authority

-

-

Full Fare

-

-

Full Fare

-

-

-

-

1,381,955

-

88,174

-

-

2,770,461

-

100,860

-

-

-

6,932,624

-

Weekly

Sunday Saver

-

-
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6,880

187,768

Full Fare

972,967

4,128
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5,564

2,323,716

-

Yearly

Full Fare

City Saver

City Saver X10

Daily

Daily 5 Pack

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Sunday Saver

Weekly

Yearly

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

Full Fare

1,681,480

7,238,210

-

-

-

7,537,184

1,471,521

2,680,079

-

-

-

4,732,886

-

-

-

524,228

4,143,846

-

-

870,115

2,118,358

2,249,089

548,592

-

706,917

1,273,648

842,909

55,057

-

2,159,262

-

76,997

-

170,005

1,926,179

-

-

565,623

498,161

810,416

244,661

-

-

-

293,969

63,088

1,055,259

-

-

3,213,622

117,583

63,030

350,685

Zone 123

2,064

188,980

-

-

-

279,781

-

-

-

47,789

425,369

-

-

15,675

286,037

879,983

306,223

-

-

-

322,201

28,587

1,325,023

-

-

-

17,468

448,491

1,671,640
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-

-

-

-

575,397

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

320,820

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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8,346

105,125

-

-

-

62,396

-

-

-
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199,227

-

-

21,894

60,822

219,576

65,478

377,634

111,731

-

53,664
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227,135

-

-

-

12,496

32,550

141,558
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90,897

-

-

-

56,433

-

-

-
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227,080

-

-

8,455

57,628

445,908

186,606

-

-

-

138,855

10,969

932,336

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

217,833

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

108,176

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

190,190
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-
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32

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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-
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-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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Zone 123

Note: Metlink advise that the figures for the June quarter are provided on a preliminary basis and may be subject to change.
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Prepaid Travel
Authority
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-

-

-
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9,113,539

323,831
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1,109,540

6,867,340

8,294,296
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232,986

-

-

869,374

99,724
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-

-

-

160,847

288,462
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-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

1,996
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-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-

-
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Transport: rail — station escalators
5277.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(1)

For how many days in 2004-05 was at least one escalator out of service at the following stations:
(a)

Flagstaff;

(b)

Melbourne Central;

(c)

Parliament;

(d)

Flinders Street; and

(e)

Spencer Street.

(2)

Will the escalators at the three City Loop stations (i.e. excluding Flinders and Spencer Streets) be
replaced; if so, when.

(3)

Who bears the cost of any repairs or installation of new escalators.

(4)

What was the cost of repairs (if any) to each stations escalators in 2004-05.

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

Available records on escalator shut downs for maintenance purposes are measured in periods of 4 hours or
more. During 2004-05 the recorded shut down periods were—
(a)

Flagstaff: 7

(b)

Melbourne Central: 4

(c)

Parliament: 1

(d)

Flinders Street: 21

(e)

Spencer Street. Nil

Some escalators in the City Loop Stations are switched off during off peak periods, where there are multiple
escalators and few commuters, to reduce energy usage.
(2)

The escalators in the Melbourne Underground Loop continue to be fit for purpose and there is no plan to
replace them.

(3)

The Department of Infrastructure funds the maintenance of escalators, except those at Spencer Street. The
Spencer Street Station Authority currently funds the maintenance of existing escalators while Civic Nexus
will do so following the completion of the Spencer Street Station project.

(4)

The cost for maintenance during 2004-05 to escalators at Flagstaff, Melbourne Central, Parliament, Flinders
Street and Spencer Street Stations was approximately $720,000.

Transport: rail — compensation claims
5278.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
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(1)

(2)

Thursday, 15 September 2005

How many claims for compensation did V/Line Passenger Corporation, V/Line Passenger Pty
Ltd, Metlink or the Department of Infrastructure receive for each month between April and June
2005 for the following rail lines:
(a)

Geelong, Colac, Warrnambool;

(b)

Ballarat, Ararat;

(c)

Sunbury, Kyneton, Bendigo, Swan Hill, Echuca;

(d)

Seymour, Shepparton, Albury; and

(e)

Warragul, Traralgon, Bairnsdale.

How much compensation has been paid in each month for each rail line between April and June
2005.

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

Only V/Line receives and processes claims for passenger compensation on the services nominated. The
number of claims and amounts paid are shown in the following table.

(1)

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

April

May

June

Geelong–Colac–Warrnambool
Ballarat–Ararat
Sunbury–Kyneton–Bendigo–Swan Hill–Echuca
Seymour–Shepparton–Albury
Warragul–Traralgon–Bairnsdale

40
17
3
3
18

30
15
2
6
14

32
29
0
5
4

Geelong–Colac–Warrnambool
Ballarat–Ararat
Sunbury–Kyneton–Bendigo–Swan Hill–Echuca
Seymour–Shepparton–Albury
Warragul–Traralgon–Bairnsdale

April
$
1,195.00
758.80
399.60
37.20
772.20

(2)

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

May
$
902.00
529.20
24.30
204.20
742.00

June
$
1,578.00
958.30
Nil
169
1,261.00

Transport: rail — Sunbury–Kyneton service
5279.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): When will rail services recommence between Sunbury and Kyneton.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
The recent completion of track upgrades and the successful commissioning of new signals between Watergardens
and Sunbury means that trains are now back on the line for at least half of Bendigo line rail users*.
Major works are continuing between Sunbury and Bendigo to install the state-of-the-art signalling system which
will greatly improve service reliability for Bendigo line customers. Rail services are expected to be returned to
Kyneton and then to Bendigo later this year once the new signalling system is fully commissioned and tested.
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V/Line will communicate with customers in advance about changes to services through local newspapers,
announcements and information at stations.
*

50% of Bendigo line rail users travel between Sunbury and metropolitan Melbourne
75% of Bendigo line rail users travel between Kyneton and metropolitan Melbourne

Transport: rail — TrainLink
5282.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): In relation to the Cranbourne/Cranbourne East ‘Trainlink’ bus service:
(1)

How many passengers used the bus service in each direction on Wednesday 3 August 2005.

(2)

How many trips did the bus service complete in each direction on this date.

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

336 passengers in total used Route 896 Cranbourne – Cranbourne East Trainlink over the entire day. Data is
recorded for passengers carried on the route in total - it is not recorded separately for travel in each direction.

(2)

41 trips were completed between Cranbourne Station and Cranbourne East. In addition, two trips
commenced after midnight on 4 August 2005 as part of the normal weekday timetable. 44 trips were
completed between Cranbourne East and Cranbourne Station. In addition, one trip commenced after
midnight on 4 August 2005 as part of the normal weekday timetable.

Transport: rail — TrainLink
5284.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): In relation to the Somerton-Epping/South Morang Trainlink bus service:
(1)

How many passengers used the bus service in each direction on Wednesday 3 August 2005.

(2)

How many trips commenced at the Epping/South Morang section of the route on this day.

(3)

How many trips did the bus service complete in each direction on this date.

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

737 passengers in total travelled. This represents the total number of ticket validations for both directions
combined on bus Route 571, which incorporates TrainLink that operates between Epping Railway Station
and South Morang (Plenty Valley Shopping Centre). Discrete passenger data by section and each direction
for Route 571 is not available.

(2)

138 trips. In addition, four trips commenced just after midnight on 4 August 2005, which are part of the
normal weekday bus service timetable.

(3)

69 trips from Epping to South Morang and 69 trips in the reverse direction. Two additional trips in either
direction (a total of four) commenced just after midnight on 4 August 2005, which are part of the normal
weekday bus service timetable.
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National Parks (Otways and Other Amendments) Bill, 915

Answers, 757, 847, 944
Questions without notice
Building industry: warranty insurance, 753, 754
Children: WorkSafe KIDS, 846
Hazardous waste: Nowingi, 939
Melbourne showgrounds: redevelopment, 940
Public transport: WorkCover claims, 840
Superannuation: state schemes, 935, 936
WorkCover: policy excess, 941
WorkSafe: security industry guide, 844

LOVELL, Hon. W. A. (North Eastern)
Adjournment
Housing: Tatura tenant, 807
Bills
Residential Tenancies (Further Amendment) Bill, 779, 782
Serious Offenders Monitoring Bill, 827
Members statements
Landcare: Goulburn Valley, 758
Questions without notice
Food: labelling, 752, 753

Members statements
Wimmera Uniting Care: services, 811
Questions without notice
Housing: affordability, 942, 943

MIKAKOS, Ms (Jika Jika)
Bills
Serious Offenders Monitoring Bill, 815
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Members statements
Children: Koori court, 812
Thornbury High School: launch, 903
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Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: franchising Melbourne’s train and tram
system, 910

Points of order, 816
RICH-PHILLIPS, Hon. G. K. (Eumemmerring)
Questions without notice
Consumer affairs: protection, 840

Bills
Serious Offenders Monitoring Bill, 836

MITCHELL, Hon. R. G. (Central Highlands)

Members statements
Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation forum, 901

Members statements
Telstra: sale, 903
Questions without notice

Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: franchising Melbourne’s train and tram
system, 913

Local government: regional mayors summit, 936

NGUYEN, Hon. S. M. (Melbourne West)
Bills
Fisheries (Abalone) Bill, 795
Members statements
Commonwealth Games: community participation, 814
Questions without notice
Melbourne showgrounds: redevelopment, 940

ROMANES, Ms (Melbourne) (See also DEPUTY
PRESIDENT and CHAIR OF COMMITTEES, The)
Bills
Fisheries (Abalone) Bill, 791
Pipelines Bill, 865
Sustainability Victoria Bill, 948
Members statements
Carers: rally, 759
Premier’s Women’s Summit, 813
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee

OLEXANDER, Hon. A. P. (Silvan)

Auditor-General: parliamentary control and management of
appropriations, 900

Adjournment
Gas: Silvan and Monbulk supply, 959
Bills
Residential Tenancies (Further Amendment) Bill, 768
Members statements
Buses: Telebus service, 813

Questions without notice
Aboriginals: Birrarung Marr arts project, 941
Housing: high-rise lifts, 843
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: franchising Melbourne’s train and tram
system, 909

PRESIDENT, The (Hon. M. M. Gould)

SCHEFFER, Mr (Monash)

Distinguished visitors, 749, 952

Bills
Sustainability Victoria Bill, 946

Rulings, 751, 754, 757, 846, 847, 905, 935, 936, 937, 938, 940,
943, 948, 951, 958, 959, 960

Members statements
Australian Intercultural Society: summit, 758

PULLEN, Mr (Higinbotham)
Members statements
Sandringham: beach renourishment, 900
Questions without notice
Aged care: wound management, 753

Questions without notice
Housing: affordability, 938
Statements on reports and papers
Family and Community Development Committee: development
of body image among young people, 907
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SMITH, Mr (Chelsea)
Bills
National Parks (Otways and Other Amendments) Bill, 920, 951
Members statements
International Monetary Fund, 814
Questions without notice
Consumer affairs: contract terms, 943
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THOMSON, Hon. M. R. (Melbourne North) (Minister for
Consumer Affairs and Minister for Information and
Communication Technology)
Bills
National Parks (Otways and Other Amendments) Bill, 953
Racing and Gambling Acts (Amendment) Bill, 949
Residential Tenancies (Further Amendment) Bill, 779, 780,
781, 782, 783, 784
Sustainability Victoria Bill, 949
Points of order, 757

SOMYUREK, Mr (Eumemmerring)
Questions without notice
Adjournment
Automotive smash repairers: free choice policy, 957, 962
Bills
Residential Tenancies (Further Amendment) Bill, 778
Royal Victorian Institute for the Blind and Other Agencies
(Merger) Bill, 954
Members statements
Parliament: science briefing, 904

Building industry: consumer protection, 843, 844
Consumer affairs
contract terms, 943
protection, 840
Food: labelling, 752, 753
Information and communications technology
business master key project, 841
HealthSMART strategy, 751
project upgrades, 842
Veterans affairs: administration, 756

STONEY, Hon. E. G. (Central Highlands)
VINEY, Mr (Chelsea)
Adjournment
Fishing: trout habitat, 957
Bills
National Parks (Otways and Other Amendments) Bill, 883
Members statements
Simon Turner, 812
Points of order, 816, 959, 960

Adjournment
EastLink: opposition policy, 959
Hospitals: federal policy, 807
Bills
Residential Tenancies (Further Amendment) Bill, 769
Serious Offenders Monitoring Bill, 829
Members statements
EastLink: opposition policy, 812

STRONG, Hon. C. A. (Higinbotham)

Points of order, 938, 959, 960

Adjournment

Questions without notice

VicRoads: demerit points, 894

Veterans affairs: administration, 756

Bills
Royal Victorian Institute for the Blind and Other Agencies
(Merger) Bill, 953

VOGELS, Hon. J. A. (Western)
Adjournment

Questions without notice
Building industry: consumer protection, 843, 844
Superannuation: state schemes, 934, 936

Local government: rural planning zones, 895
Bills
National Parks (Otways and Other Amendments) Bill, 892

THEOPHANOUS, Hon. T. C. (Jika Jika) (Minister for Energy
Industries and Minister for Resources)
Questions without notice
Gas: Port Fairy supply, 749, 750

Members statements
Local government: regional mayors summit, 902
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Questions without notice
Banyule: councillors, 756
Local government: intergovernmental agreement, 937, 938
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