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The SPEAKER (Hon. Ken Smith) took the chair at
2.05 p.m. and read the prayer.

CONDOLENCES
Peter Ross-Edwards, AM
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the death of
Mr Peter Ross-Edwards, AM, and places on record its
acknowledgement of the valuable services rendered by him to
the Parliament and the people of Victoria as member of the
Legislative Assembly for the electoral district of Shepparton
from 1967 to 1991 and Leader of the National Party from
1970 to 1988.

Peter Ross-Edwards was a much-loved man of
family — and in Australian politics and in our state, a
legend. He was a champion for Victoria and a
champion for his electorate. He was also a remarkable
survivor. He survived years of bullying as a child. He
survived the war in the air force. He survived
tuberculosis. He survived 24 years in the Victorian
Parliament and he survived 18 years as leader of his
party, and despite some early close scrapes, he was
never defeated.
Peter Ross-Edwards was born in Corowa on 11 July
1922. He was the son of the Reverend Rupert and
Mrs Una Ross-Edwards, and Peter was educated at
Corowa state and high schools and then went to
Geelong Grammar School. After finishing school he
planned to go to university, but his studies were
interrupted by the outbreak of World War II. Peter
enlisted in the Royal Australian Air Force (RAAF) in
1942 and saw active service in Britain, Italy and the
Middle East, attaining the rank of flying officer.
On discharge in 1946, Peter embarked on his legal
studies but was cruelly stricken with tuberculosis,
which saw him hospitalised for more than a year. He
resumed his studies as a resident of Trinity College at
the University of Melbourne and graduated as bachelor
of laws. In 1952 he joined the Shepparton firm of
P. V. Feltham and became a partner in the following
year, remaining a partner for the next 23 years before
he became a consultant. His law partner, Percy
Feltham, had served in the RAAF as well and
subsequently was himself a Country Party member of
the Legislative Council.
Peter married Joy Elizabeth Perry in 1953 and quickly
involved himself in local community service. He was
president of Shepparton Legacy; held office as
president of the local Rotary, tennis and golf clubs; and
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was a member of the local RSL. He was also
vice-president of the Shepparton Agricultural Society
and was involved in numerous other business and
charitable groups. He became active in the
organisational wing of what was then the Country Party
from 1957. In 1967 Peter was elected as the member
for Shepparton. At the subsequent election his party lost
seats, and Peter found himself propelled into the
parliamentary leadership after just three years in the
house.
In his maiden speech on 20 September 1967, Peter
referred to the advantages we have in this country. He
reminded us that we do not face divisions of nationality,
colour, religion and inequality of wealth that exist in the
old world and that this very fact gave Australian
parliamentarians an almost unique opportunity to pass
constructive legislation. He said that he would
endeavour to adopt this constructive attitude for the rest
of his parliamentary career — and he certainly did that.
It is a testament to Peter’s skills as a parliamentarian
and the respect he quickly built across the Parliament
that he remained parliamentary leader successfully of
the Country Party, the National Country Party and the
National Party for a breathtaking 18 years from 1970 to
1988. He also involved himself significantly in the
committee work of this house, serving on the Statute
Law Revision Committee, the Public Accounts
Committee and the Standing Orders Committee. His
interest in business also saw him make major
contributions to select committees on Ansett Transport
Industries, company takeovers and trustees legislation.
Peter and Joy had four sons, David, Tim, Richard and
John, and a daughter, Sarah. Sadly, John died from
cancer aged only 6 years, and Tim died as a result of a
tragic car accident aged 28. They were bitter blows for
Peter and the family, felt very deeply but privately.
Peter was, as I said, a loving family man, and he
particularly doted on his grandchildren. Joy was and
remained an exceptional support to him in his public
life and his parliamentary career — an excellent
sounding-board and supporter of everything he did.
The parliamentary career of Peter Ross-Edwards was
substantial, but as we all know, politics is as much
about chance as it is about opportunity, and it is to the
detriment of the state of Victoria that he did not serve as
a minister. As Professor Brian Costar observed in an
obituary last week, Peter had the intelligence and the
acumen to have made a very, very good minister.
Peter Ross-Edwards had a forensic legal mind. He
understood regional and rural Victoria, he liked people,
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and his experience in defeating a serious and
debilitating illness as a young adult gave him a special
compassion in dealing with his fellow Victorians. He
may never have been a minister, but he did exert
influence. It was influence born of respect. Those of us
engaged in politics and in the learning of politics in
those days well remember the often asked question,
‘And what will Ross-Edwards think?’.
It has been said several times recently that a
characteristic of Peter Ross-Edwards was that he never
lost his temper. He was a gentleman in all his
behaviour, whether inside this house, in his legal
practice, in the many voluntary organisations which he
led or in his post-parliamentary career. He had a
difficult role in that he was the leader of a third party
which was generally sympathetic to the policies of the
government of the day but not part of it. It is testament
to the way he conducted himself that he was friends
with all the premiers he served with: Henry Bolte, Dick
Hamer, Lindsay Thompson, John Cain, Joan Kirner and
Jeff Kennett. His politics may have been conservative
in nature, but he did not always side with his Liberal
colleagues; indeed I can cite the expansion of the
Parliament as a case in point and, as Brian Costar
observed, a flirtation with Labor preferences.
Peter continued to contribute to the state after retiring
from Parliament. He served as chairman of the
Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Authority from 1994 to
2001 and as chief commissioner of the City of Greater
Bendigo from 1994 to 1995. He was awarded the
Queen Elizabeth Silver Jubilee Medal in 1977 and the
Centenary Medal in 2003. He was appointed a Member
of the Order of Australia in 1989 for his service to the
Parliament and the community of Victoria.
Peter was thoughtful, he was tenacious, and he thought
problems and consequences through. This meant his
contributions to debates in this house were always
worth listening to. He regarded politics as a serious
business and never made cheap political points.
Resting on the casket at the state funeral held at
St Augustine’s church in Shepparton last Thursday,
along with his medals and his pilot’s cap, were Peter’s
RAAF gloves. It was a fitting metaphor for the career
of Peter Ross-Edwards: he had the strong hands of a
leader but always the gloves of an officer and a
gentleman.
In my own engagement with Peter he was always
delightful, treating everyone around him with respect
and with enthusiasm. To Joy and her family, on behalf
of the government we offer our deepest sympathies.
Today we are especially thinking of David, his wife,
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Amanda, and their daughters, Amy and Emma;
Richard, his wife, Sharan, and their children, Samantha,
Timothy and Andrew; and Sarah. They will each have
personal, everlasting and overwhelming memories of a
wonderful husband, father, father-in-law and
grandfather. We trust their sadness will be overcome
with reflections of happiness and delight, and
Victorians will have memories of a statesman of
integrity, compassion and strong principles. He truly
was a champion. The tears may be warm, but the smiles
and his memory are likewise.
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — On
behalf of the Victorian parliamentary Labor Party I join
with the Premier in offering our condolences to the
Ross-Edwards family and in particular his wife, Joy.
The Premier has detailed many of the achievements of
someone who, I think it is fair to say, was a giant of
Victorian politics, someone who exerted an influence,
someone who commanded a fundamental respect and
someone who practised his politics in a professional
and purposeful way that in an almost old-fashioned
sense earnt him the respect of all he dealt with.
To be central to the contest but always that little bit
above it is the rarest of things. We take this opportunity
to reflect that perhaps today we are, all of us, not as
well served by those skills. Perhaps the contribution of
Peter Ross-Edwards and the things that made him a
giant of Victorian politics and a giant of Country Party
and National Party politics, provide a lesson we could
all do well to look upon very closely.
As the Premier indicated, Peter Ross-Edwards was born
in Corowa. He attended Corowa High School and
Geelong Grammar School. He later served his nation
and the fight for freedom, liberty and democracy in the
Royal Australian Air Force as a radio operator and
gunner in Great Britain, Italy and later in the Middle
East, rising to the rank of flying officer. He was, as the
Premier indicated, discharged after his service in 1946
and hospitalised with what was at that stage, and indeed
what continues to be right up until today, the very
debilitating and challenging condition of tuberculosis.
I read that he once described himself as having had an
easy war. In many respects that description is
emblematic of his humility and his uncomplaining
dedication to public service — qualities that he carried
into his political life. As the Premier has also
mentioned, upon returning to Australia he attended the
University of Melbourne to study law. He sustained
himself during that period with accumulated savings
from his service years. At that time he met the future
Labor Premier John Cain, and I think it is fair to say
that they developed a bond and a friendship. It was in
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neither man’s nature to allow their political differences
or rancour to interrupt or affect their working
relationship, and perhaps it became more than that —
one based on mutual respect.
Following his studies he moved to Shepparton and
began his career as a solicitor at the firm P. V. Feltham,
becoming a partner and laying down roots in that local
community. He became one of the city’s finest and
most hardworking citizens. He married
Mrs Ross-Edwards, who was then Joy Elizabeth Perry,
and began his family.
The Premier has given a long list of different
community organisations of which Peter Ross-Edwards
was a central member, whether that be Shepparton
Legacy, the RSL, the Rotary club, sports clubs, the
local agricultural society or, from the latter part of the
1950s, his own Country Party. He was very involved in
his local community; he was a proud contributor in so
many different ways.
Mr Ross-Edwards was elected to the Parliament in
1967 as the member for Shepparton, becoming, as has
been noted in media commentary and also today by the
Premier, the leader of his party in 1970, just three years
later; that was no mean feat. To then survive, endure
and remain vertical as the leader of a political party for
18 long years is testament to his skill and perhaps to
some of the challenges his party faced at that time.
However, his skill, his endurance, his aptitude, his
commitment and his passion could be questioned by
nobody, and they were certainly as not questioned by
his colleagues. Indeed they saw him for the leader that
he was and they backed him in each and every time,
and over 18 years that is no small thing.
The Premier has noted that Peter Ross-Edwards never
had the opportunity to serve as a minister because of the
vagaries of politics and what he saw as his duty to
country Victoria and his fundamental role as the leader
of the third party. But I think each of us knows,
particularly those who come from that part of the
state — I grew up a little bit away from Shepparton, but
even for those in the area from left-of-centre
households Peter Ross-Edwards was a giant — that he
was well-known with a huge profile and was afforded
respect right across the political divide. In spite of the
fact that he never served as a minister, there could be
few who have made a bigger and more profound
contribution to the cause of regional and country
Victoria.
To go right back to his first speech, where he made the
point that regional and country Victorians should not be
left behind their metropolitan cousins, that rang true
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throughout his career and after his time in this place.
Despite the fact that he never served as a minister, few
have made a more important contribution to the cause
of regional, rural and indeed country Victoria,
something that I know he was proud of and something
that those in his family can still be very proud of.
I want to conclude by simply making the point that
Peter Ross-Edwards was in every respect a gentleman
advocate, a champion of country Victoria and someone
who was passionate, persuasive, principled and
professional. He served his local community, his
nation, his party and this Parliament with absolute
distinction. His legacy is clear for all to see. Country
Victoria and our democracy across Victoria are richer
for his contribution, and we are all poorer for his
passing. My condolences go to Mrs Ross-Edwards and
all Peter’s extended family.
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I join with the Premier and the Leader of
the Opposition on the occasion of this condolence
motion and indeed the celebration of the life of the late
Peter Ross-Edwards.
Peter Ross-Edwards was born in Corowa on 11 July
1922. He was the third child of Canon Rupert and
Mrs Una Ross-Edwards, his other siblings being
Selwyn, Joan and Meg. He spent his first 14 years in
Corowa, being educated at the primary and high
schools there. He was very fortunate subsequently to
attend Geelong Grammar School for the last three years
of his secondary schooling. That was possible because
assistance was given for the education of the children of
the clergy of the Church of England. As his son David
remarked last week during the funeral service, Peter
quipped about his time at Geelong Grammar School
that he was ‘undistinguished in everything’. Life at
boarding school was often very unhappy for him
because he was bullied as a result of the speech
impediment he carried with him for the whole of his
life. In context, bearing in mind the fact of his
subsequent distinguished service here, it was an
enormous achievement that he was able to do what he
did.
After leaving school Peter worked in Melbourne with
the Colonial Sugar Refining Company prior to being
accepted by the Royal Australasian Air Force as part of
its aircrew, where he was trained at Somers, Parkes and
Port Pirie as a wireless operator and as an air gunner.
He was officially enlisted on 25 April 1942. He was
commissioned overseas and arrived in Britain to serve
with the Royal Air Force in April 1943. There he
undertook a radar course before serving in the United
Kingdom, the Middle East and Sicily. When Peter was
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posted to Oman and Yemen in the Middle East in May
1944, his squadron was flying Vickers Wellington
medium bombers. He was promoted to flying officer in
May 1945 before being discharged in April 1946.
In 1947 he started a law degree at Melbourne
University, but soon after tests revealed that he was
suffering from tuberculosis, so he spent the next year
and a half at Heidelberg Repatriation Hospital. He then
resumed his university studies in March 1949. He
completed his law degree at the end of 1951; it was
generally a four-year degree but he completed it in
three years. He joined the Shepparton law firm
P. V. Feltham in mid-1952. He completed his articles
with the firm and worked for a short time as an
employee before he became a partner. The senior
partner at that stage, Percy Feltham, later went on to
become a Country Party member for Northern Province
in the Legislative Council.
Peter married the lady who was to be his bride of
59 years, Joy, on 27 April 1953. He became very
involved in community life in Shepparton, and during
his first three years served as president of the lawn
tennis club, the golf club, Legacy and the Rotary club.
He was also vice-president of the Shepparton
Agricultural Society.
The Ross-Edwards family grew, and it grew very
quickly. David was born in 1954, Timothy a year later,
Richard in 1959 and John in 1960. Peter became senior
partner at P. V. Feltham soon after Percy Feltham
joined the upper house in 1955. Tragedy struck the
family in 1966 when Peter and Joy’s youngest son,
John, unfortunately contracted leukaemia and was
struck down after a long illness.
The Legislative Assembly seat of Shepparton was
recreated in 1965, and Peter won the Country Party
preselection. In a strong field of five he narrowly won
with about 52 per cent of the vote after the distribution
of preferences. At that stage, at age 45, Peter had never
worked harder. He was a full-time member of
Parliament and a part-time barrister and solicitor, and at
that stage David and Tim were both away at Geelong
Grammar. Three years went by very quickly. There was
another election in 1970. With no directed preferences
in a field of five, Peter beat the Independent candidate,
Bill Hunter, by a mere 360 votes. It was a great win
because he had increased his primary vote by almost
7 per cent. He subsequently became the parliamentary
leader of the Victorian Country Party, as it was then.
Life became busier again. The logistics of being the
leader of the party, having a family to look after and
being a resident of Shepparton all made it a challenging
time. Despite all this, Peter did a great job
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re-establishing The Nationals during the time of his
leadership.
Life had always been busy at home for Joy, but with
Sarah’s birth in 1970 it went up a further notch. With
Richard also away at Geelong, Sarah and Joy were
often at home on their own. A lot happened during the
1970s. Life was frenetic for the Ross-Edwards family,
very particularly for Peter. He took a keen interest in
the sporting pursuits of the children. He was a pretty
fair tennis player in his own right. He had a very strong
community involvement around Shepparton, and of
course he had his deep involvement in politics.
The long run of Liberal governments came to an end in
1982 with the election of the Labor Party under John
Cain, with The Nationals holding the balance of power
in the upper house. Although The Nationals generally
sided with the Liberals, there was one important
exception: when the party supported the construction of
the National Tennis Centre. Peter then became a trustee
of the centre, and he was involved from the beginning
of this major project. From a small beginning
Melbourne Park is now a thriving business and a
showpiece for the game of tennis worldwide.
In 1984 tragedy struck the family again when Tim was
killed in a car accident. He was 28 at the time. As
David described him the other day, he was a gentle
giant who was taken away from the family in a most
untimely fashion. At the time he was engaged to be
married and was in the prime of his life. Of course it
was a dreadful blow for the family. Despite this
tragedy, Peter carried on resolutely. In 1989 he was
made a Member of the Order of Australia in the
Queen’s Birthday honours for services to politics, to the
Victorian Parliament and to the community.
In March 1991 Peter became ill and subsequently
underwent a quadruple bypass operation. Fortunately
he made a very good recovery, and again showing his
true colours he decided that he would not resign from
the Parliament immediately; rather he went on to
re-establish himself in the Parliament to ensure that the
party was being strongly led and that it was in good
working order.
On 19 August 1991 Peter resigned from the Parliament,
and so ended 24 years of his service to the people of
Shepparton and to this place. I might say that,
somewhat astoundingly, the Parliament of Victoria
passed a vote of thanks to Peter for his service. I cannot
help but pause to note what an extraordinary thing that
was. On 27 November the road between Shepparton
and Mooroopna was named the Peter Ross-Edwards
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Causeway. It was a fitting tribute from a local
perspective to a man of his stature.
After a couple of years out of Parliament — you cannot
keep a good man down — Peter was back at it again;
he returned to full-time work. In 1994, at the ripe age of
72 years, Peter became the chief commissioner of the
City of Greater Bendigo. He was also chairman of
Goulburn-Murray Water. David tells me that basically
Peter would drive to Bendigo late on a Sunday night
and would return home on Wednesday to spend the
second half of the week in Tatura with
Goulburn-Murray Water. He spent two years as the
chief commissioner of Greater Bendigo and seven years
with the water authority, and he made substantial
contributions to those respective entities. Accordingly it
was not until his 80th birthday that Peter Ross-Edwards
actually retired in the true sense of the word. He is
testimony to the fact that they should strike the word
‘retired’ from the dictionary.
By any standard Peter Ross-Edwards was a remarkable
man. He came from a humble background and the
humility which was a product of that background
remained with him to the last. He had enormous
sympathy for every person. He overcame personal
challenges and tragedies. He served his nation with
distinction, despite his rather self-deprecating
comments, as was reflected in the observations of the
Leader of the Opposition. In fact he was a member of
bomber command during World War II, and this being
a day when we have again heard of the death of another
of our soldiers in Afghanistan, it is a timely reminder of
the dangers which were faced by the men and women
who served us then and who continue to serve us now.
Peter was a practising solicitor who was renowned for
his competence. He served this Parliament and the
people of the electorate of Shepparton with absolute
distinction for 24 years. Peter was a member and a
strong representative of community organisations of
many sorts over the course of his time. He was made a
Member of the Order of Australia in 1989 for his
services to the community at large.
Peter was a man of great wisdom and much sage
advice. He was very pithy in his delivery. He had an
expression which he often used: ‘Do you follow?’.
When you were in the midst of a conversation with
him, he would intersperse it with this comment, ‘Do
you follow?’. You would have him on the phone
saying, ‘My boy, I think you should do this or that. Do
you follow?’, and until such time as you said that you
did he would persistently say, ‘Do you follow?’. It was
best, therefore, to say early on in the conversation that
you did follow.
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Bill Baxter, a former minister and member of the upper
house, told various stories in the course of the service
last week. As I said to Bill later, it is always interesting
to hear them, but I cannot help but reflect that on
occasions such as that, and indeed occasions such as
this, it is the stories that remain untold which are
probably the truest.
Peter was a man of great integrity and wonderful
principles. The many articles that have been provided to
me through the parliamentary library are replete with
proof of that. Some of them have interesting headlines.
The headline of an article published on 29 September
1988, just after the election when Peter was the Leader
of The Nationals, reads, ‘On coalitions, Jeffrey’s just
playing possum’. When Peter left the leadership an
article headed ‘Old guard departs with guns blazing’
was published, complete with a great photograph of
Peter in the vestibule here accompanied by Patrick
McNamara and Bill McGrath, both looking much
younger than is now the case. There are many other
articles that have been made available to all of us
through which this man’s integrity and principles flow.
Peter was able to argue his case and did so
remorselessly and very capably, but he never did so
personally. I did not ever hear him utter inappropriate
language; he was a man of great calm. He always put
his view very succinctly, but he did it in a manner by
which he made his argument very clear. By any
standards he was a class act. Unfortunately, as politics
would have it, he was not able to assume a ministerial
role in this place, and we are the lesser for that. There
was no coalition in Victoria between 1948 and 1992,
although things did come very close in 1988.
I take the opportunity to put to rest one of the matters
Bill Baxter raised during the service last week when he
mused on comments made by Peter that had things
transpired a little differently in 1988, he — Peter —
would have been Deputy Premier. Bill further
commented that Peter had said to him that had that been
the case, he would have preferred to have been minister
without portfolio, as it were, so that he could range
across the whole of the government ranks to provide his
services. I simply wish to tell the Parliament that that
was a forlorn hope!
The Nationals are very grateful for the magnificent
service given by Peter Ross-Edwards to the party, to the
people of Shepparton and to the Parliament of Victoria.
We offer our sincere commiserations to Joy; to David,
his wife, Amanda, and their daughters, Amy and
Emma; to Richard, his wife, Sharan, and their children,
Samantha, Timothy and Andrew; and also to Sarah.
The late Timothy and John are also in our thoughts.
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Peter Ross-Edwards was a great Victorian and a great
Australian. He was a gentleman and an absolute
statesman. We mourn his passing. It was indeed a life
well lived.
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — We have already
had three excellent tributes marking the service of Peter
Ross-Edwards to this Parliament, to his nation during
his service in World War II and to the affairs of rural
and regional Victoria. It is in relation to this latter area,
and more specifically central Victoria, that I would like
to pay tribute to the late Mr Peter Ross-Edwards for his
work and contribution.
I hope no-one thinks it impolite of me to say that Peter
Ross-Edwards and I were of different political
generations, although our paths did cross early on in my
time as a member of Parliament when he was the chair
of the Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Authority, on
which he served for quite some time. Even though I
was a bit younger, of course I knew well who Peter
Ross-Edwards was. As the Leader of the Opposition
said, even if you were on the other side of politics, if
you came from country Victoria, you certainly knew of
Peter Ross-Edwards and knew of his contribution to
politics and to the life of our state. I knew of his long
contribution to state politics but also more particularly
of his contribution to local government in the Bendigo
region. It is for his contribution to the City of Greater
Bendigo that I would particularly like to honour his
memory today on behalf of the Bendigo community.
Members who remember those early heady days of
local government amalgamations under the former
Kennett government will remember that Peter
Ross-Edwards was appointed as the very first chief
commissioner of the newly formed City of Greater
Bendigo. Those were turbulent days across the state,
but particularly in Bendigo, where Peter Ross-Edwards,
along with his fellow commissioners, was given the
perhaps unenviable task of bringing together five and
then six municipalities to come under the umbrella of
the newly named City of Greater Bendigo. Led by Peter
Ross-Edwards, the commissioners were given a task
that was absolutely critical to the future of Bendigo.
While I know that at the time of the amalgamations
there was much angst across the state and that many,
particularly on our side of politics, were concerned at
the manner in which the amalgamations were brought
about, the amalgamation of the municipalities around
Bendigo was critical. It needed to happen, and it did
happen under the leadership of Peter Ross-Edwards in a
way that in many respects has led to the city being the
success it is today.
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For too long the divisions between the five
municipalities that comprised Bendigo had held the city
back from achieving what it needed to achieve and
from delivering on the big projects it needed to enhance
its prosperity for the future. When Peter Ross-Edwards
was given the task of chief commissioner he understood
that he had to make it work — he had no choice. He
did, and by all accounts he absolutely relished the role.
As a source of advice on this I went to a former press
secretary and adviser to Peter Ross-Edwards, Mr Peter
Hargreaves, who is well known to us in Bendigo. Peter
worked for some time as the press secretary to Peter
Ross-Edwards when he was Leader of the Country
Party and also worked with him during his time at the
City of Greater Bendigo. Peter Hargreaves told me that
Peter Ross-Edwards referred to his time as chief
commissioner as one of the most satisfying roles of his
political career. If we look at his achievements it is not
hard to understand why. He drove the cultural change
that needed to be driven in the city, but he also
developed an impressive list of capital works to which
he could point.
Some of the projects he was associated with were the
relocation of the saleyards to Huntly, where there is
now a fantastic facility; the construction of a heated
indoor swimming pool at Eaglehawk; and the opening
up of Rosalind Park. For those who remember, many,
many years ago Rosalind Park was boxed in by all sorts
of different buildings and Peter Ross-Edwards drove its
being opened up, bringing it well and truly into the
central area of Bendigo. He also started the transition of
the former post office into what is now the Bendigo
tourist information centre. Looking back now, these are
all projects that have well and truly stood the test of
time and are recognised today as great projects that
have served and continue to serve our city well.
One of his fellow commissioners, Gordon McKern, told
me that Peter Ross-Edwards was a decent bloke to
work with, who respected people and who had that
respect returned. We have heard this as a constant
theme running through the contributions made today.
An example of the way Peter Ross-Edwards built those
relationships with people and his understanding of the
need to have those strong bonds was when he
recognised early on in his time as chief commissioner
that the five former mayors of the municipalities that no
longer existed were a force to be harnessed. He
established them as an advisory group reporting directly
to him — a role the former mayors readily agreed to
play — and this proved to be a valuable forum for the
commissioners in Bendigo.
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Gordon McKern was quoted recently in the Bendigo
Advertiser as having said, ‘The state government
couldn’t have picked a greater chief commissioner for
the City of Greater Bendigo’. It appears that Peter’s
interest in Bendigo well pre-dates his role as chief
commissioner. Peter Hargreaves remembers, but from a
slightly different perspective as political reporter for the
Bendigo Advertiser back in the 1980s, being in the
newsroom where from time to time Peter
Ross-Edwards would just turn up, having made a slight
detour on his way home from the city to Shepparton via
Bendigo. Those who know the geography of the area
well know that that is quite a detour. But it was because
Peter always had a strong interest in Bendigo as an
important regional centre that he took the time out to
drop in to see the journos at the Bendigo Advertiser on
his way home.
I think it is this old-school approach, which it has been
said repeatedly was taken by Peter Ross-Edwards, that
we look back on and admire today. Much has been said
about his style as the Leader of the Country Party and
the fact that members on all sides of the Parliament held
him in great esteem and called him a friend in return.
That has come through from people on all sides of the
house. I think it is a tremendous credit to the character
of the man that phrases like ‘honourable’, ‘a decent
bloke’, ‘a straight, upright man’ and ‘a gentleman’ were
repeatedly used to describe Peter Ross-Edwards to me
by those who worked with him, those who worked
alongside him, those who worked opposite him and
those who worked for him as I was preparing for this
condolence motion today. This is a fine tribute to his
character and to the way he treated people with respect.
Peter Ross-Edwards served this place and the
community of Bendigo and regional Victoria with
honour and distinction, and we pay him our respects
and give him our greatest thanks. We also send our
deepest sympathy to the family of Peter Ross-Edwards:
his wife, Joy, their children and the extended family.
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government) —
I am honoured to join the Premier, the Leader of the
Opposition, the Deputy Premier and the member for
Bendigo East in paying tribute to the life of an
extraordinary man, Mr Peter Ross-Edwards, AM. I am
sure his family would gain great comfort from the
wonderful tributes from both sides of politics that we
have heard today already and that I know we will hear
from those who are yet to speak. It is the mark of a man
who was respected and loved by those on both sides of
politics and by Victoria as a whole, and it is a great
testament to his legacy.
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Peter made a wonderful contribution and left a lasting
legacy both serving his country in the Royal Australian
Air Force and serving his community as the member
for Shepparton in the Parliament of Victoria for
24 years, and for 18 of those years being Leader of the
Country Party, now The Nationals.
Peter was a great local member. He was a passionate
advocate for Shepparton, and the local paper sometimes
referred to him as the father of Shepparton. My
husband and I first met Peter as constituents about
30 years ago when we were building our first home.
We needed power for our house, and the SEC (State
Electricity Commission) said we did not have enough
power there — we lived out of town. Somebody said,
‘You need to go and speak to Peter Ross-Edwards’, so
my husband, Ian, rang up Peter and got in to see him.
He told Peter the story of how the SEC said we did not
have enough power to connect our home and how they
would not even come out with their testers. So Peter
Ross-Edwards picked up the phone, rang somebody
and said, ‘I have a young man here who says that he
needs somebody to go out to the house, have a look and
put the testers on his power’. Three days later they did.
It was found that we had enough power, and we then
got electricity to our home.
We hear many stories of the work that Peter did for the
local communities. He was always interested in what
was happening in Shepparton and was still giving
advice days before his passing. We have all heard about
the sorts of committees Peter was on, awards he has
won and how he gave back to his community. I just
want to mention some of them again. He was a former
president of Shepparton Legacy, president of the Rotary
Club of Shepparton, president of the Shepparton Golf
Club, president of the Shepparton Lawn Tennis Club
and vice-president of the Shepparton Agricultural
Society. He was a well-respected solicitor, director of
Shepparton Realty, chairman of the Goulburn-Murray
Rural Water Authority and a chief commissioner of the
City of Greater Bendigo. At a time when most people
would be thinking about retiring Peter took on the
position of chief commissioner in Bendigo with great
zeal, and as a commissioner myself I often talked with
him about the role and challenge of being a
commissioner.
Peter was involved in the Shepparton United Football
Netball Club. His sons David and Tim played at
Shepparton United, and the Ross-Edwards family held
family days for the football club. The family now
donates a memorial trophy each year for the best
clubman in the reserves. This is in honour of Tim, who
was tragically killed in a car accident. Tim was a
recipient of this award when he was playing. Peter and
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Joy sadly also lost another son, John, to cancer at a very
young age.
Peter was made a member of the Order of Australia in
1989 for services to politics, the Victorian Parliament
and the community. He was awarded the Silver Jubilee
Medal, and in 2003 he was also awarded the Centenary
Medal. As has been said by the Deputy Premier, the
Peter Ross-Edwards Causeway, which is a main road
from Shepparton to Mooroopna, was named after Peter.
I was there at the naming, and there was a big crowd
present, which was well and truly a reflection of the
great service Peter had given to the community. Peter
was devoted to the Country Party, now The Nationals,
and was a member of the Shepparton branch of The
Nationals. He and Joy came to all the meetings of those
branches, although he missed the last one due to ill
health.
On a personal note Peter — or ‘PRE’, as he was most
affectionately known — was a great mentor, role
model, friend and adviser to me, and he was absolutely
a true gentleman. When I was asked to stand for the
National Party I was to be the first woman in the party
in Victoria, so I phoned Peter Ross-Edwards and asked
him whether he thought I would be able to win a seat
for the National Party and whether I would be given a
good reception. He asked me whether I had filled out
my nomination form. I said that I had not. He said,
‘You come to my place, and Joy and I will be the first
people on your nomination form’. At every election
after that Peter was the first name on my nomination
form and Joy was the second, and then I would get
eight others.
Peter, Joy and Sarah always handed out how-to-vote
cards for me at elections and always came to the
afterparties. Peter Ross-Edwards was a great strategist.
He used to sit in front of the TV while everybody else
was enjoying the food and having a few drinks. Joy and
former members of Parliament Bruce Lloyd and Don
Kilgour would sit in front of the television watching
what was happening around the state, particularly in my
electorate, and Peter would do the strategies, work out
the preferences and say, ‘Yes, you’ll get in’. Then he
would enjoy himself. But he would watch what
happened right across the rest of the state; he had a very
strong interest. Peter was 90 years old when he passed
away. At his 90th birthday party he was still inquiring
about how everything was and how we were all going.
Many wonderful tributes were given at the state funeral
on Wednesday, 17 October, at St Augustine’s Anglican
Church in Shepparton, which was Peter and Joy’s
church. David Ross-Edwards gave a great eulogy. He
spoke proudly about Peter the father, who got involved
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in his children’s and grandchildren’s interests; the great
team his dad and mum, Joy, were; and what a great
local member he was. The Deputy Premier put on
record Peter’s political career and legacy. Bill Baxter, a
former member of Parliament and colleague, spoke
about Peter’s contribution to the Victorian Parliament.
Sarah and Richard Ross-Edwards gave readings, which
Peter had asked for and which summed up his
philosophy of life. He had those readings on his fridge
for quite a number of years waiting for the time when
they would need to be used. When Joy asked when she
could take them down from the fridge he would say,
‘No, they’ll stay there till they’re needed’, so they
stayed there till they were needed. Lance Woodhouse, a
business partner and long-time friend, also gave a
reading.
I will quote the reading given by Sarah, his daughter. It
is the philosophy of Peter Ross-Edwards, and it is one
he lived by. She read:
I shall pass through this world but once. If, therefore, there be
any kindness I can show, or any good thing I can do, let me
do it now: let me not defer it or neglect it, for I shall not pass
this way again.

I would like to pay tribute to the life of Peter
Ross-Edwards and pass on my sincere condolences to
Joy, his wife of 59 years, to his children David, Richard
and Sarah and their partners, and to his grandchildren.
We will all miss Peter Ross-Edwards.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — It is an honour
to acknowledge the life and times of Peter
Ross-Edwards, a man acclaimed as a notable
Australian, Victorian political leader, father, husband,
lawyer and Royal Australian Air Force officer, whose
tours of duty took him to the United Kingdom, Italy,
North America and the Middle East during World
War II. That is an impressive list of achievements for
anyone, but Peter Ross-Edwards was more than the
sum of such parts.
We met in 1980 in this building. He was the Leader of
the National Party, and I was starting out as a political
journalist, a watcher from the hardwood balcony,
absorbing the debates, mulling over the lead to the next
news story and carving my name into the desk in the
time-honoured reporters tradition. The relationship was
symbiotic and, by necessity, sceptical on both sides
until trust had been tested, and then Peter
Ross-Edwards became avuncular.
The Herald’s first edition was the paper version of the
bush telegraph. Such prominence elicited regular
invitations to the leader’s parliamentary office, where
he artfully pitched the wants and needs of regional and
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rural Victoria. These discussions evolved into fireside
insights into power, influence and the turn of the town.

and on how it affected Victoria as a whole, not just
rural areas.

Thirty years ago I wrote a feature article on Peter
Ross-Edwards titled ‘The third man’. It explained how
one of his main aims was to make his party credible and
therefore electable by broadening its identity beyond
the metropolitan media perpetuating the country
cousins syndrome. He bemoaned that cartoonists
continually lampooned country politicians by depicting
them with a straw struck in the corner of their mouths.
Peter said:

Decentralisation and a fairer go for regional Victoria
were his passions. He mounted repeated campaigns for
better education, health and sports opportunities for the
thousands of people that he argued preferred country
life but were forced to live in cities for economic and
educational reasons. He led his party when some feared
it may not survive, nurtured its transition and, although
he was denied his ultimate goal of government, helped
pave the way for the then National Party to later form
coalition governments under his successors Pat
McNamara and the current Leader of The Nationals.

I would like to think that I’ve defused that to a fair extent …
I’m well known in business circles. There are very few
business people in Melbourne who haven’t met me.

This was delivered with his classic deadpan
understatement. He made his knowledge and
connections a point of difference for his party and his
leadership. Harking back to the time when Sir Henry
Bolte was Premier and Sir Arthur Rylah his chief
secretary, Peter Ross-Edwards detailed their modus
operandi so the listener could almost smell the smoke
from the cork-tipped cigarettes, taste the whisky and
picture Bolte mumbling out of the corner of his mouth
to his co-conspirator. Peter Ross-Edwards said:
While you had Bolte and Rylah there they knew
everybody … every businessman in the city.

He recounted that they were in every dog fight in town.
Peter Ross-Edwards punctuated each anecdote with his
catchcry ‘Do you follow?’, ensuring that no point was
lost, as the Leader of The Nationals has also recounted
today. His hope during the interview was that Labor
would fall short in the 1982 Victorian election and that
The Nationals would hold the balance of power. He
said:
I think people who know me would believe that I would not
be abusing any power that might be coming my party’s way.
I’ve had the opportunity to use that power in the past three
years and it hasn’t been misused, it has been used responsibly.
We have had, on many occasions in the house, the balance of
power.

John Cain’s election victory dashed these hopes,
delivering Labor to power, but it did not end Peter
Ross-Edwards’s influence, nor diminish his sense of
duty. On emblematic initiatives such as the national
tennis centre and major reforms such as the Transport
Accident Commission his support was vital. They fell
within Peter Ross-Edwards’s credo of being objective
and considering each piece of legislation on its merits

I was lucky enough to enjoy the hospitality of Peter and
his wife Joy at their home on that seductive curve in the
Murray River, amid pristine bushland at Shepparton.
When he retired from Parliament, hard-bitten
journalists went out of their way to wish him well,
which was an acknowledgement of his standing and
credibility and of a hard job well done, despite the
vagaries of political life. It was a mark of respect for his
integrity — that he had remained true to himself and to
the people and the causes he cherished. It was a mark
that the MP who represented Shepparton for 24 years
and led his Country-National Party for 18 years had
emerged as a statesman. Do you follow?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — It is my pleasure to join with the Premier,
the Deputy Premier, the Leader of the Opposition and
other members of Parliament in the condolence motion
on Peter Ross-Edwards, a life well celebrated in
representing the community here in Victoria.
As has already been said, Peter Ross-Edwards was born
in October 1912 in Corowa, New South Wales. Peter
was educated at Corowa state and high schools, and
went on to Geelong Grammar School, having been the
beneficiary of a scholarship to do so because of his
father’s service to the Church of England. He served
with distinction in the Royal Australian Air Force from
1942 to 1946, serving in the United Kingdom, Italy and
the Middle East. On returning from service he went on
to Trinity College at the University of Melbourne,
where he studied law, and after a short period working
for the Colonial Sugar Refining company in Melbourne
he moved to Shepparton to take up a career with
P. V. Feltham.
As has also already been said, Percy Feltham, the
principal of that business, was a member of the
Legislative Council in this place. Not long after moving
to Shepparton, Peter married Joy Perry. They had five
children — four sons and a daughter. Peter started a
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long community involvement with Shepparton, serving
as president of Legacy, the Rotary Club of Shepparton
and the tennis and golf clubs, and as vice-president of
the Shepparton Agricultural Society. The after-service
reception was at the Shepparton Golf Club, something
of which Peter was very proud.
In 1965 an electoral redistribution re-created the
Legislative Assembly seat of Shepparton, and Peter
went on to win that seat in 1967. In his contribution to
the address-in-reply, which was his inaugural speech in
this place, he talked about the responsibility of
representing the region of Shepparton. He spoke with
passion about the value of irrigation for that region and
of fruit growing and the businesses of SPC and
Ardmona, which were built on the fruit growing in the
region. He spoke about the importance to the area of
dairying and of health and education services. He made
some comments about the fact that at that time the
Tatura school was the third worst school in the state,
which is something he no doubt corrected once he
became the member. He also talked about the discovery
of oil and gas in Bass Strait, which happened at about
that time. He spoke about the need to make sure that
country Victoria, not just Melbourne and Geelong, was
also the beneficiary of natural gas, so that country
businesses were not disadvantaged by the cost of
energy for them.
It is interesting to note that at the end of that
address-in-reply speech Peter said:
Whether my term of service in this house is long or short, I
shall endeavour to make a constructive contribution to the
legislation in this house.

As we know, his service was long, and he went on to
serve with distinction in this place for 24 years. He was
re-elected in 1970 by a mere 360 votes in what was a
very tough election, but he won with a comfortable
majority in every election after that. At the same time,
also in 1970, Peter was elected as the leader of the then
Country Party. There had been a poor election result for
the party in that year. In his article following Peter’s
passing, Brian Costar wrote that most of the issues for
the Country Party around that election were about a
foolish preference flirtation with the Labor Party —
never ever foolish, but never ever again!
In 1982 the election of the John Cain Labor Party
government saw the National Party retain the balance
of power in the upper house. At that time the National
Party usually voted with the Liberal Party, but on one
particular issue — which I think is a great legacy of
Peter’s — the National Party members actually voted
with the Labor Party. It was to have the Melbourne
tennis centre started. We know what a great legacy and
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opportunity that has proved for Melbourne and for
tennis in Melbourne and Victoria. At the 1988 election
Peter voluntarily relinquished the leadership and went
to the back bench. Peter was made a member of the
Order of Australia in 1989 for services to politics, the
Victorian Parliament and the community. Following a
quadruple bypass Peter returned to Parliament but
resigned in 1991.
A couple of sayings have been handed down as part of
the folklore of The Nationals here in Victoria. One of
Peter’s was, ‘If you can’t say it in 10 minutes, it isn’t
worth saying’, which I think a lot of people could still
take note of today. Peter was always impeccably
dressed, and one of the pieces of advice he gave every
new incoming member of the National Party was,
‘Always dress like you are going to meet the Governor,
and you will never be caught short in your attire’. Even
though he retired from Parliament, he had not finished
his time in public life.
Following the McDonald review of the water sector in
Victoria, Peter was appointed the inaugural chairman of
Goulburn-Murray Water, and that is a position in which
he served with distinction from 1994 to 2001. Those
were the good days of Goulburn-Murray Water. It has
had some challenges since, and someone like Peter is
needed today to rebuild it; I think we have Llew Vale
doing that with distinction at the moment. This goes
back to the fact that in his inaugural speech Peter spoke
with passion about water, his commitment to the water
sector across northern Victoria and its importance to
our economic activity.
As the member for Bendigo East has already touched
on, Peter served as the chief commissioner for the City
of Greater Bendigo from 1994 to 1995. As the member
for Bendigo East articulated very well, six councils
were merged into one at that time. For the people who
remember something about the history of Bendigo,
with that large number of local government areas being
represented in effect as one city it was always very
difficult to get development. The way Greater Bendigo
is structured today is a great legacy of Peter’s role over
that time.
Following his retirement from both those roles, Peter
maintained an active interest in politics and quite often
made comments. As has already been said a number of
times, he was not afraid to ring someone up and give
them his advice, which was always very well received.
Looking through his comments, it is interesting to read
a letter he wrote to the Weekly Times in February 2008
in which he commended the decision of the Victorian
Liberal Party and the National Party to form a coalition
and criticised the decision of the then Premier, John
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Brumby, to pipe to metropolitan Melbourne water
already committed to northern Victoria. He wrote:
I have confidence that Ted Baillieu and Peter Ryan will show
the leadership qualities and the ability that will give the
opposition parties the opportunity to make a serious challenge
of taking government from the socialists —
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his family on the duties he performed for the veterans
community and for Australia.

Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I rise to support the condolence motion
for Peter Ross-Edwards, AM, moved by the Premier
and supported by many others in this Parliament. I
speak today as Minister for Sport and Recreation, as
Minister for Veterans’ Affairs and also as a member of
The Nationals. As was said earlier, Peter was born in
the New South Wales town of Corowa. He was a
country boy who was educated locally and then
attended Geelong Grammar School.

Peter was a valued and devoted member of his
community. With a growing family he also considered
sport and recreation an important part of family life. As
Minister for Sport and Recreation I understand his
passion. He became very involved in community and
sporting life in Shepparton. He served as president of
the Shepparton Lawn Tennis Club and president of the
Shepparton Golf Club. He was vice-president of the
Shepparton Agricultural Society and was also involved
in the Shepparton United Football Club, where I believe
his sons played football. According to his son David,
during this period Peter spent much of his free time at
the golf club. As a golfer he was a leftie, and he was a
reasonably handy player. David said his father’s service
of nine years on the golf club committee gave him his
greatest pleasure. During this period of time land was
bought, a public road was closed — I am not sure you
would be able to do that these days — a new clubhouse
was built, a course was redesigned and water was
pumped to the new greens and tees. And finance was
arranged in a variety of ways — wouldn’t we like to
know those stories!

In 1940, after he left school, Peter enrolled in a diploma
of commerce course at Trinity College at the University
of Melbourne. However, World War II interrupted his
studies, and in April 1942, at 19 years of age, he
enlisted in the Royal Australian Air Force (RAAF). He
gave his occupation at that stage as clerk. He served
from 1942 to 1946 and distinguished himself as a flying
officer. Peter was trained as a wireless operator and an
air gunner at Parkes, Somers and Port Pirie and was
subsequently commissioned overseas. He arrived in
Britain in 1943 and served with the 8th squadron of the
RAAF. In May 1944, he was posted to Oman and
Yemen in the Middle East, where his squadron flew the
Vickers Wellington, a medium bomber. He was
promoted to flying officer in 1945 before being
discharged in April 1946.

Peter Ross-Edwards always acknowledged the overall
leadership of his great friend and committee colleague
Lloyd Wright in the success of this massive golf course
project. During the 1980s, as the member for
Shepparton and during his leadership of the Country
Party, as it then was, and with the support of the then
Minister for Sport and Recreation, Bill McGrath, who
was also a pretty fair tennis player, he was prominent in
supporting the construction of the National Tennis
Centre. He then became a trustee and was involved
from the beginning with this major project. From a
small beginning this tennis centre is now part of a
thriving Melbourne Park and a tennis showpiece
worldwide. I have to say it is one of the key
components in why Melbourne is considered the
sporting capital of the world.

After the war Peter was a member of the RSL and was
very active in the Shepparton community. He became
president of both Shepparton Legacy and the Rotary
Club of Shepparton. Last week, along with the current
member for Shepparton, the Minister for Local
Government, I visited the Shepparton RSL and met
with the president, Peter McPhee, the senior
vice-president, John Fella, and the treasurer, Bob
Wilkie. At the start of our meeting we observed a
minute’s silence to honour Peter Ross-Edwards for his
service and reflect on his work for the RSL and Legacy.
As Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I commend Peter and

Peter Ross-Edwards also had a love of cricket and
became a trustee of the Melbourne Cricket Ground.
During his time as trustee a major development of the
MCG took place with the redevelopment of the Great
Southern Stand, which was completed just in time for
the one-day Cricket World Cup final.

which is something they actually did.
The passing of Peter Ross-Edwards is that of someone
with a lifetime of service to his community, his state
and his country, and our thoughts and prayers go out to
Joy, David, Richard and Sarah and their extended
families.

From 1967 to 1991 Peter was a valued member of the
Legislative Assembly and was a dominant figure in the
Country Party, subsequently the National Party,
becoming parliamentary leader of that party from 1970
to 1988.
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On a personal note, Speaker, I was appointed as
chairman of commissioners at the Rural City of
Mildura in the 1990s. I spoke to the then Minister for
Local Government and the architect of the municipal
restructure in Victoria, Roger Hallam. I asked Roger if
there was someone I could talk to about the process of
doing things. He told me to make time to ring Peter
Ross-Edwards. I will never forget that telephone call.
Peter told me to grab a notepad and a pencil, and then
he gave me some words of advice. As other members
have mentioned, particularly the Deputy Premier, after
each point he asked, ‘Do you follow?’, so I made sure I
wrote it all down. It was very helpful advice for me at
the time, and I am really indebted to him for the support
he gave me.
It was in June 1989 that Peter was awarded the Medal
of the Order of Australia for his service to politics, the
Victorian Parliament, the community of Victoria and
the armed services. My condolences go to the
Ross-Edwards family, and particularly to Peter’s wife,
Joy. Vale Peter Ross-Edwards.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I am pleased to
be able to add a few words of personal tribute to what
has been said in memory of Peter Ross-Edwards. Along
with the Minister for Ports I had the privilege of serving
in this house with Peter in the term between 1988 and
1992, when he had recently stepped down as Leader of
the National Party and we were newly elected
backbenchers. Peter had taken on the role of legal
affairs spokesman for The Nationals after stepping
down as leader, and this was at a time when the Liberal
Party and The Nationals had not yet entered into
coalition, so there were often three different views on
bills being expressed in this chamber.
As a member of the shadow Attorney-General’s
backbench committee, I had what was usually the
pleasure of joining with Peter Ross-Edwards in debate
on Attorney-General’s bills. I had the advantage of
usually speaking after Peter in the debate, and there
were occasions on which our views differed. Peter took
the views of a young upstart Liberal backbencher with
good grace, and I can remember only one occasion on
which he expressed a degree of indignation about what
I had had to say in disagreement with his views.
At that stage he was one of the elder statesmen not only
of The Nationals but of the Parliament as a whole.
When Peter stood up to speak people would stop and
listen because he brought years of wisdom and
experience to what he had to say in the chamber. He
was a man who always focused on the issues and the
merits and on looking for a positive solution, so when
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he spoke he gave sincere and well-considered opinions
to the house.
Peter was a member of great distinction, and he was
someone young backbenchers could look up to in that
period from 1988 to 1991. He was a great role model
for all members of Parliament as to what it truly means
to be a servant of the community and a member of this
house. He will be remembered with great fondness and
with great respect by all who knew him.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — I join with
the Premier, the Deputy Premier and the Leader of the
Opposition in paying tribute to the life and service of
the late Peter Ross-Edwards. Peter entered Parliament
in April 1967, serving 24 years as the member for
Shepparton until his retirement in August 1991. He had
an extraordinary career as Leader of the Country Party,
then Leader of the National Party, for a record 18 years.
Anybody who has served as leader of any party in this
place knows it is a very challenging and difficult role.
To have done it for 18 years is a true testament to
Peter’s endurance and his ability to manage his
troops — much better than some of us!
Mr Andrews — Eighteen months to 18 years.
Dr NAPTHINE — Three years.
Mr Andrews — I was talking about myself.
Dr NAPTHINE — I am sure the Leader of the
Opposition is managing them well. Serving in the
Legislative Assembly with Peter from 1988 until his
retirement in 1991 was an honour I shared with the
Attorney-General, who spoke about it earlier. Peter had
stepped down as Leader of the National Party at the
time, but made a continuing and enormous contribution
as the local member for Shepparton and The Nationals
spokesman on legal affairs.
Peter was among a very special group of people —
some of whom were in the Parliament with me — who
served their country at war. He served in the Middle
East, Italy and England. He also served his community
with an absolute passion and commitment at the local
government level and in Parliament for decades upon
his return from service in the RAAF. He served on so
many levels. He was part of that group of people I
knew of who came back from World War II — and I
understand it was similar after World War I — and
continued to serve their community, their country and
their state with such distinction, and Peter
Ross-Edwards was a giant among them.
Peter, as other people have said, had a serious speech
impediment. It is to his enormous credit and a testament

CONDOLENCES
Tuesday, 23 October 2012

ASSEMBLY

4589

to both his intellect and his character that despite being
teased, as we would have called it in those days —
probably today we would call it being bullied — at
school and at university, not only did he overcome his
impediment but he actually chose careers in law and
politics, where oratorical skills are to the forefront. He
pursued both those careers with absolute distinction.

Mr Ross-Edwards is then quoted as saying:

I well recall in this house when I was on the back bench
in opposition that Peter sat over there in a corner, and
he was a very big man. When he stood in the house he
commanded the attention of the house, not because of
his size and not because he had a distinctive voice but
because of what he had to say. People stopped and
listened because Peter always had a degree of intellect,
a degree of analysis and always made a contribution
that was well thought through, positive and always
added value to the debate. That is what I remember
mostly about his contributions to Parliament.

Another famous Peter Ross-Edwards quote appeared in
the Age. When he was asked whether he had any advice
for his colleagues, he stated:

Peter Ross-Edwards certainly made a great contribution
to the state and to rural Victoria, especially to
Shepparton and the Goulburn Valley. The member for
Bendigo East acknowledged and I as Minister for
Regional Cities also acknowledge his contribution to
the city of Greater Bendigo as commissioner in 1994,
1995 and 1996. An article in the Bendigo Advertiser of
13 October headed ‘Funeral to honour local hero’ —
and in Bendigo when someone is called a local hero it
is a well-earnt title — says that Peter Ross-Edwards
was:
… Bendigo’s chief commissioner during the period of
council amalgamations from 1994 to 1996.

The article continues:
Former City of Greater Bendigo commissioner Maurie
Sharkey said Mr Ross-Edwards was a man of great wisdom.
…
Mr Sharkey listed the Bendigo athletics track, Huntly
livestock exchange, Bendigo Art Gallery and reclaiming
Rosalind Park as some of the great things Mr Ross-Edwards
had helped achieve for Bendigo.

As the member for Bendigo East said, and I agree with
her, he also really helped to make Bendigo a successful,
thriving regional city by helping to bring those
municipalities together to make a greater Bendigo in
every sense of the word.
Peter Ross-Edwards was also a man of great wit. There
is a great quote that I refer to in which he was able to
make his point in a humorous way but without hurting
people, and it is a classic example. An article in the Age
of 28 April 1979 refers to Mr Ross-Edwards and says:
He has a neat put-down ability which stings the Liberals, who
may shortly be his cabinet colleagues.
Agriculture minister Mr Smith, for example — an obvious
target for The Nationals — is the complete opposite of the
Premier, Mr Hamer, he said.

Dick tries to please everyone, but Ian Smith doesn’t try to
please anyone.

Not only did he make his point in that pithy remark but
it was a remark that both Dick Hamer and Ian Smith
would be proud of.

The best advice I can give any politician is never be subjected
to blackmail. Do what you think is right. And if you get
cranky with someone, as you do from time to time in this
place, and you are still cranky 48 hours later, have a good
look at yourself. Maybe you are the stupid one.

I think that is a very good point.
I refer to Peter Hargreaves, to whom the member for
Bendigo East also referred. Peter Hargreaves knew
Peter Ross-Edwards through his work as a journalist,
and he worked with him. In the Bendigo Advertiser of
12 October there is a simple, succinct quote from Peter
Hargreaves which sums up Peter Ross-Edwards. It
states:
He had a PhD in common sense.

Finally, Peter’s son David is quoted in the Shepparton
News of 18 October as saying that his father was:
… caring, very generous, fair and a great supporter and
mentor.

My condolences to Joy, David and Amanda, Richard
and Sharan, Sarah, and the grandchildren. Peter
Ross-Edwards will be a loss to us all, but he was an
enormous contributor to Victoria, to Shepparton and to
this Parliament.
Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.
ADJOURNMENT
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — By leave, I move:
That, as a further mark of respect to the memory of the late
Peter Ross-Edwards, AM, the house now adjourns until
5.00 p.m. today.

Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 3.21 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the chair at 5.03 p.m.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
rorting by the member for Frankston and to the member
for Frankston’s public assurances that he would repay
all moneys owed to the Victorian taxpayer, and I ask:
can the Premier confirm whether the member for
Frankston has repaid these funds?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. I can only conclude that
the Leader of the Opposition has absolutely no regard
whatsoever for the Ombudsman in this state. The
Ombudsman investigated these matters, as you would
know, Speaker, after you referred these matters to him,
as you were required to do. The Ombudsman examined
these matters for nearly five months with all the powers
available to him, and he made two recommendations,
both of which we accept.
I note that one of those recommendations is, in the first
instance, to review the Parliament’s motor vehicle plan,
and we accept that recommendation and have asked the
Department of Parliamentary Services, through you,
Speaker — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has asked his question; he should listen to
the answer.
Mr BAILLIEU — We have asked Parliamentary
Services, through you, Speaker, and the President, to
undertake that review. Secondly, the Ombudsman
recommended the referral of these matters to the
Privileges Committee, and we have accepted that
recommendation as well. I note that in his report the
Ombudsman quite clearly said that the Privileges
Committee might consider the offer made by the
member for Frankston, and that is what we would
expect the Privileges Committee to do and the
Parliament to do, because that is the recommendation of
the Ombudsman. We respect the Ombudsman.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will not be warned again.
Mr BAILLIEU — We respect the Ombudsman,
and we respect this process. We will see this process
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through, unlike some, who have no regard for the
Ombudsman or for the process.

Federal government: funding cuts
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — My question
is to the Premier. Can the Premier advise the house as
to the impact on Victoria of yesterday’s federal budget
cuts?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — The commonwealth
government’s statement released yesterday entitled
Mid-Year Economic and Fiscal Outlook 2012–13
contains a significant impact for the delivery of services
in Victoria and represents a significant reduction in
funding from the commonwealth. It includes a
significant withdrawal of funds previously committed,
including to hospitals, schools, universities and training.
Mr Holding interjected.
Mr BAILLIEU — I note the shadow Treasurer
thinks it is a joke. He thinks it is a joke, and that is part
of the problem.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BAILLIEU — In health, the commonwealth
government has confirmed the reduction of more than
$65 million in 2012–13 to Victoria’s public health
system under the health reform payments. This
reduction to Victoria over four years will be more than
$430 million and will come straight out of our public
hospitals and from other health service providers. That
is a fact, and it is a decision of the commonwealth. That
is on top of the federal Labor government’s further
assault on the private health insurance rebate, which
will reduce again the incentive for Victorians to take
out insurance and in the process relieve pressure on the
public health system.
In education, the announcement yesterday projects a
reduction of more than $50 million to Victorian schools
in the current year due to a reduced indexation factor.
Over four years the total reduction will be more than
$250 million, which will be spread across both
government and private schools. These are very
significant cuts in their own right, and they come on top
of a reduction in regard to an adjustment of Australian
Bureau of Statistics statistics from five or six years ago,
so that the commonwealth government could find itself
reducing grants to the state by a further $50 million.
In both health and education the commonwealth’s
reductions are directed right at the front line — at
hospitals and schools, the sick, families and, of course,
at young people.
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Mr Holding — What about TAFE?
Mr BAILLIEU — The shadow Treasurer says,
‘What about TAFE?’. What irony that is coming from
the shadow Treasurer. It is perhaps the area of skills and
vocational training which demonstrates Labor’s
hypocrisy more than anything. After inheriting a
vocational training system which was unsustainable —
a completely unsustainable training system — with
massive blow-outs and poor targeting, we have as a
government invested more than $1 billion more than
Labor provided over four years.
We have seen the Labor opposition here campaign,
saying that that is not enough and that we should just
continue the unsustainable funding. But what did we
get yesterday from the commonwealth? Substantial
reductions to apprenticeships and training — a
reduction of more than $380 million in net terms in the
Skills in Need program, including apprenticeship
incentives for mature workers. The Australian
Apprenticeships Incentives program and the Australian
Apprenticeships Access program were also reduced,
and $150 million was pulled out of the trade training
centres program. This also includes cuts to universities
and research programs. The bottom line is: what have
we heard about this from the Labor Party? What have
we heard about this from the opposition? We have, as
always, heard nothing.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is clearly debating the issue. The opposition’s
position is not a matter of government administration,
and I ask you to bring the Premier back to answering
the question within the standing orders.
Mr BAILLIEU — On the point of order, Speaker, I
welcome the return of the member for Bendigo East,
and we wish her well, but I was making the point that
we have not heard from the opposition other than in a
point of order. That is all we get.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. I ask the Premier to get back to answering the
question.
Mr BAILLIEU — Clearly the point of order is
more important than standing up for Victorians,
because the opposition simply will not.

Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question goes to the Premier. I again refer the Premier
to the rorting by the member for Frankston, and I ask: if
the member for Frankston has not yet paid back money
he owes to the Victorian taxpayer, as he himself
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promised, why then does the Premier continue to refer
to the member for Frankston as a good local member
who ‘has delivered’?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I say again: it is quite
clear that the Leader of the Opposition has absolutely
no regard for the Ombudsman in this state. I make the
point again, as I have: the member for Frankston — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr BAILLIEU — The Ombudsman has — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! We will return to the
answer when we get some silence in this place.
Mr BAILLIEU — It is clear that the opposition has
no regard for the Ombudsman or the recommendations
the Ombudsman has made. Opposition members have
already sought on two occasions to prevent that from
proceeding; they have sought to divert this process, and
they are doing it again. We say again: we will uphold
the recommendations of the Ombudsman in full. That is
as it should be. In regard to the member for Frankston, I
note the protective services officers on the Frankston
railway station — —
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr BAILLIEU — I note the additional
police — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is starting to
debate the issue, and I would prefer that he did not
debate the issue.
Mr BAILLIEU — With the greatest respect, I was
asked about the member for Frankston, and the member
for Frankston has been a very strong supporter of
protective services officers on the Frankston railway
station, and they have been delivered, likewise
additional police at the Frankston police station,
likewise additional funds for the Frankston
Hospital — —
The SPEAKER — Order! Premier!
Mr BAILLIEU — The opposition leader might not
care, but we do.
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Bushfires: Marysville hotel development
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — My question is to the
Deputy Premier and Minister for Bushfire Response.
Can the minister update the house on the latest
development in the coalition government’s work to
support recovery in communities affected by the 2009
bushfires?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Bushfire Response) — I
thank the member for her question and for being
present with me this morning at Marysville, where we
were able to make an announcement which I am sure
will be celebrated by the whole house as well as the
community at large.
We recognise the devastating social and economic
effects of the February 2009 bushfires, and particularly
the loss of life that occurred when those fires impacted
on many Victorian communities. One of the focal
points was the beautiful township of Marysville. An
important milestone in the recovery process for
Marysville and the surrounding region was achieved
this morning with the announcement of the new
Marysville hotel and conference centre project. After an
extensive tender process the government has reached
agreement with private sector developers and hotel
managers to build a $28 million hotel and conference
centre in Marysville. The new development will be on
land in the centre of Marysville acquired by the
government last year. For those who know the town —
and I think we all do — it is on the site of the former
Cumberland facility and the adjoining block.
The Victorian government is providing $19 million
towards the project, and the facility is expected to be
fully operational by the end of 2014. The successful
tenderer for the project is a consortium involving
Melbourne Civic City Pty Ltd as the developer, Toga
Pty Ltd as the developer and hotel operator and Metier3
Pty Ltd as the project architect. Each of these entities is
well known to us all as being the providers of superb
facilities not only throughout Victoria but across
Australia in different respects.
The facility will be known as the Vibe Hotel and
Conference Centre, Marysville. The $28 million facility
will include 100, 4-star-rated rooms as part of the Vibe
hotel; a conference centre and associated spaces for up
to 300 people; dining options, including a new
restaurant/cafe and a new wine bar/pub; a spa, health
and wellbeing centre and associated recreational spaces,
including a gymnasium and an outdoor pool for hotel
guests; and car parking for 200 vehicles. The hotel will
be built to a standard required to obtain a 5-star green
rating from the Green Building Council of Australia.
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This new and fantastic facility will add character,
quality and social benefit not only to Marysville but
also to the towns within the triangle. It will also provide
a tangible economic stimulus to the tourism industry
and to private sector business investment across the
region. The project will create 85 new jobs over the
course of the construction phase. At completion there
will be some 60 jobs available on a full-time basis over
the first five years of the operation of the facility.
The project plans will go on public display from
1 November until 7 December. The developers have
again emphasised to me and to the people to whom we
spoke this morning that they are very concerned to have
local input into the final design from the people of
Marysville and the region to make sure that the facility
is in keeping with local aspirations.
Subject to planning considerations, construction of the
new Vibe Hotel and Conference Centre, Marysville, is
expected to commence in mid-2013, and the facility
will be open to guests in late 2014. In November the
government will be holding a local community open
day in Marysville to provide an opportunity for the
local community to meet the architect and the project
team to discuss the plans. This is a great day for a
community that suffered tragically on that terrible day
in February 2009.

Public sector: wages policy
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — My question is to the
Treasurer. Can the Treasurer confirm that the
government’s public sector wages policy is set to be
reduced from 2.5 per cent to 2.1 per cent — yes or no?
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
his question. It is very clear that when we came to
government we had a wages policy of 2.5 per cent plus
productivity offsets. We have achieved outstanding
outcomes with Victoria Police, we have achieved
outstanding outcomes with Victorian nurses and we
have achieved outstanding outcomes with the Victorian
public service. We will continue to put that policy in
place, and we will continue to work with the wages
issues that are coming up over the next few years. That
policy remains intact.

Exports: food and fibre industry
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — My question is to the
Minister for Agriculture and Food Security. Can the
minister update the house on the latest export figures
for the food and fibre sector in Victoria?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — I thank the member for Benalla for his
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question and for his very keen interest in the export of
food and fibre out of this state. Yesterday I had the
pleasure of going to Murray Goulburn’s distribution
centre at Laverton — one of the great stories for the
food industry in Victoria — and announcing that the
food and fibre exports out of Victoria for the
2011–12 year were just on $9 billion, up 11 per cent on
the year before when it was just over $8 billion.
In the dairy industry $1.9 billion of dairy products was
exported out of Victoria. Talking to the Murray
Goulburn people yesterday, I found that $1.2 billion of
that dairy product went through that distribution centre
at Laverton on its way overseas. Grains industry
exports were up 61 per cent from last year, with exports
totalling $1.8 billion. In the meat sector, $1.6 million of
meat was exported out of Victoria to destinations,
particularly in Asia but also around the rest of the
world. The animal fibre industry, particularly the wool
industry, had $1.4 billion of exports, with most of that
going to China.
If members consider Victoria’s position in food and
fibre exports, they will see that 29 per cent of the food
and fibre exports out of Australia come from Victoria, a
state with only 3 per cent of the arable land mass in this
great nation. Victoria is doing very well there. I
particularly give credit to Victorian farmers, who are
the building blocks of this industry and the great job
that they have been doing, recovering from the drought
and taking advantage of the better seasonal conditions
in Victoria. Those food and fibre export figures amount
to $1600 per person for every person in Victoria.
If members consider the destinations where this product
is going, 8 out of the 10 top countries are Asian
countries: China being at the top followed by Japan,
New Zealand and Indonesia. This is an endorsement of
the export strategy of the Premier and the government,
and the fact that we are going to see this grow in the
future. The Premier recently led a very successful trade
mission to China with over 400 businesses and around
600 people. About 100 of those businesses were food
and beverage industry participants, and, as I understand
it, out of that whole trade mission they are expecting to
write something like an extra billion dollars worth of
business over the next couple of years.
The export contribution that food and fibre is making is
a key part of the Premier’s strategy in those overseas
missions, not only the one to China but also the one to
India earlier in the year and the one to the United Arab
Emirates before that. In particular, in relation to the
United Arab Emirates mission, Bega Foods in northern
Victoria signed some key contracts for cream cheese in
the United Arab Emirates that led to an increase in milk
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demand from Tatura, an increase in jobs at Tatura and
an increase in investment in the sector up there.
This is also one of the reasons that the government,
through the Growing Food and Fibre Initiative in the
budget, is investing an extra $61 million over the next
four years into key research in agriculture in Victoria.
The Department of Primary Industries is driving
research and development in the dairy industry, the
grains industry, the red meat sector and in key
horticultural industries, particularly the almond industry
and the table grape industry. We have seen some
success in the China market for grapes, with over
200 containers of grapes going to China in the last year.
There is also extra research going into the pome
fruits — pears and apples — particularly at Tatura.
These figures are great news for the Victorian
economy, a great credit to Victorian farmers who have
produced the produce that is exported, and it all augurs
well for the future.

Acacia College: future
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — My question is to the
Minister for Education, and I ask: when did the minister
first become aware of concerns regarding the operation
and management of Acacia College?
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — I thank the
member for her question. Last week we all found out
that Acacia College in Mernda, which is a school that is
run under the auspices of the Uniting Church in
Victoria and Tasmania, would be closing at the end of
this year because the church had decided that it was no
longer in a financial position to support that school. It is
a shocking time for the parents, students and teachers of
that school because it was the last thing they expected.
When you saw the reaction of the principal it was
obvious that he was very disappointed and upset and
that it was the last thing he was expecting.
The school has a great name, and it was doing great
things. There are about 520 students at the school this
year with further growth predicted for next year. The
students come from a range of areas. It is a P–9 school
so most of the students are from primary schools.
Parents from that area were investing in their choice for
their children’s education in the long-term.
Unfortunately the long-term future of that school as it
now stands is no longer what anyone expected when
they enrolled their children.
We first found out about that late on Wednesday — it
would have been late afternoon that I found out —
through the Victorian Registration and Qualifications
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Authority, which is the registration authority for
schools in Victoria. VRQA had not had official word of
the closure, but it had heard unofficially. As soon as it
heard unofficially, representatives from VRQA came to
my office to let me know. Everybody was basically in
the dark about all the factors leading up to it. That
afternoon there was a staff meeting at which the staff
were told that on Wednesday night there was to be a
meeting for the parent community. The word came out
only then and, as I said, that was when we found out.
The next day I was up in the Mallee with the member
for Swan Hill when I spoke to the moderator of the
Uniting Church. At that stage there was interest from
the Catholic Education Office as a possible purchaser;
however, that decision has not been made. The most
important thing as far as we were concerned was to
ensure that the students were placed and that parents
had the opportunity to look at a range of options for the
future education of their children. We were working
towards that end. As I said, we found out — I found
out — last Wednesday afternoon.

Yarra River and Port Phillip Bay: health
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change. Can the
minister outline details of the coalition government’s
plan of action to improve the health of the Yarra River
and Port Phillip Bay?
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank the member for Forest Hill
for his question. It was my great pleasure a couple of
weeks ago to launch at the International
Riversymposium here in Melbourne the government’s
plan for a cleaner Yarra River and Port Philip Bay. This
plan is designed to provide for a better, healthier and
cleaner river and bay environment, and it will also
inspire a greater appreciation by the community of the
importance of these icons.
When we first came to government we found that when
there were incidents such as the algal blooms that
occurred in Port Phillip Bay earlier this year there was a
lack of coordination in the response from government
agencies. This was a legacy of the previous
government, which did not have oversight of the
departments or agencies involved. We are going to
make sure that over the next five years a task force I
have established will oversee the investment of more
than $1 billion in programs and initiatives that are
designed to protect and maintain the quality of these
waterways.
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This money is a significant investment by the
government, and under this plan it will be the first time
that the work being done by government agencies and
government departments, as well as local governments
and communities, will be coordinated centrally so that
we get a great outcome and have a positive effect on the
Yarra and so that the work done from catchment to
coast is centralised and coordinated.
The plan contains four key priority areas. We are going
to manage the threats to water quality by targeting litter
and pollution hot spots; we are going to provide the
community with more timely and more accessible
information around water quality; and we are going to
tighten the management and response activities of the
various government agencies so that we deal with the
legacy left to us by the previous government, which did
not have any oversight. Finally, we are going to be
supporting the community in taking action to care for
the Yarra River and Port Phillip Bay.
The government’s very successful Communities for
Nature program showed us that people in the
community are very keen to get involved in supporting
their local environments. The member for Forest Hill
had two groups in his area that were beneficiaries of
that particular grants round, and I am sure many other
members in this house also have constituents who were
beneficiaries of such grants. With the next round of
funding opening later this month I will be specifically
asking groups that have an interest in the Yarra and Port
Phillip Bay to make applications to the government
through that grants round so we can support their work.
I am very pleased to say that this plan has received
glowing endorsement from the community. In fact Ian
Penrose from Yarra Riverkeepers said in a press
release:
Today’s announcement by the minister for environment,
Ryan Smith, of a plan for a cleaner Yarra River is a
welcomed step forward in caring for Melbourne’s major fresh
waterway …

The press release further says:
Every time it rains the rubbish on our streets, run-off from
rural areas and spillages from our sewers are washed into the
river.
Mr Penrose said ‘The plan considers these issues, for
example, by proposing improved stormwater management
and more accessible water quality data …

The press release also says:
Those of us who love the Yarra thank Minister Smith for
taking this initiative.
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It is clear that those opposite do not love the Yarra. I
also quote from an Age article, which states:
Environment Victoria healthy rivers campaigner Juliet Le
Feuvre praised the minister for taking an interest in the health
of the state’s waterways and welcomed better coordination.

The government’s plan will ensure that Victoria’s tax
dollars are spent in a coordinated way with proper
oversight for the first time to get the best outcomes for
the money that is spent, It will also foster a sense of
environmental citizenship so that Victorians can
understand the role they can play in maintaining the
health of the Yarra and the bay. Through this plan
Victorians can be very confident that they are getting
strong leadership from this government on
environmental issues that are important to them.

Bushfires: emergency services communications
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — My question is to
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I refer
the minister to warnings today from the Victorian fire
services commissioner, Craig Lapsley. In light of Craig
Lapsley’s comments and questions over the shortfalls in
the operation of radio equipment for emergency
services and GPS transmitting capabilities, can the
minister reassure emergency services personnel and all
Victorians that both these systems will be fully
operational before the start of the 2012–13 fire season?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I thank the member for her question, and I
welcome her return to the Parliament; I say that in all
sincerity. The question is a very appropriate one, if I
may say so, in terms of the impending fire season. In
answer to the matters about which the member has
asked, I am able to say to her that fortuitously the CFA
(Country Fire Authority) now has the second-largest
budget available to it in its history to enable it to be
appropriately prepared for the ever-present threat of fire
in this state.
In terms of radios, we are now reaching the conclusion
of a program costing a little over $40 million for the
acquisition of a new radio system. We have about
11 000 radios in the field and about another 3000 of
them that are available for expansion and for spare
parts, and I am delighted to be able to say that the
distribution of that aspect of the network is all but
concluded. We are at a point where the network to
enable the carriage of the digital radio signal is going to
be the subject of an agreement, I would hope, in the
not-too-distant future. A lot of work has been done in
that regard, and as the fire services commissioner said
very recently, the necessity of establishing a system
which provides us with first-class operational capacity
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is the priority with regard to the acquisition of the
radios.
Just last weekend, as a further aspect of this same
program I was able to announce the delivery of the
1700 transportable bag radios. These are important
assets for the CFA. They will enable radios to be
moved from one vehicle to another, and that will permit
the captains of the brigades to have much more
flexibility in the use of their own vehicles at a time
when the fire threat is impending. It will mean therefore
that the captain, whoever he or she may be, can move
the radio from one vehicle to another in a way that will
not necessitate the radio having to be fixed into the
vehicle that is in use.
In addition to those matters, we are well advanced with
regard to the aerial fleet. We anticipate being able to
make announcements about the content of the fleet and
its deployment over the course of the next little while.
The fire services commissioner, I am pleased to say,
has had a very important role to play in the general
administration of arrangements. We are going to see
some different strategic placement of the aircraft in the
course of this year, and we will make certain that those
matters are advised to the public of Victoria in the very
near future.
Insofar as the warnings that are available to people are
concerned, we have now successfully negotiated the
involvement of Telstra for this year, and we are going
to see the emergency alert available on a location basis
on mobile phones in a way that has never happened
before. We have also successfully negotiated to have
both Optus and Vodafone included in that system as
from next season. That will be a magnificent addition to
the suite of initiatives that are available to warn the
public of Victoria in the event of the ever-present threat
of disaster, be it fire, flood or otherwise.
Taking the situation in its totality, I am able to say to
the public of Victoria in response to the member’s
question that — as Neil Comrie, the implementation
monitor, has said — we are better prepared than we
were in 2009 for the ever-present threat of fire, but we
will take it as it goes.

Swimming: Summer Kidz program
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — My question is to
the Minister for Sport and Recreation. Can the minister
inform the house how the coalition government is
providing young Victorians with important water
survival skills?
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Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I thank the member for Bayswater for
her question and for her ongoing support for and
commitment to giving every Victorian the opportunity
to be confident in and enjoy swimming and aquatic
activities. The coalition government is committed to
ensuring that every Victorian has the opportunity to
participate in sport and recreation activities of their
choice. In particular we are committed to ensuring that
Victorian children are provided with the opportunity to
participate in learn-to-swim programs that will assist
them with the skills and confidence to swim safely not
only in pools and at beaches in Melbourne but
importantly in lakes and rivers right across regional
Victoria.
The coalition parties outlined this commitment in the
2010 election campaign, where we said if we got into
government, we would deliver $1.6 million over four
years to ensure that the VICSWIM Summer Kidz
learn-to-swim holiday program could continue. This is
in contrast to the approach of the Labor government,
which absolutely turned its back on the program and as
a result the Summer Kidz program did not run in
2010–11.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, that was a
rather unenthusiastic but gratuitous attack on the
opposition by the minister. It was out of order under
standing orders. Perhaps the minister needs to throw the
lifesaver up to the member for Frankston instead.
Mr Ryan — On the point of order, Speaker, in fact
this was not an attack on the opposition at all. It was a
reflection on the former government, as it then was, as
opposed to the opposition, as it now is and hopefully
long will be. The fact is the answer the minister is
giving is entirely appropriate, and the point of order is
out of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order, but I do ask the minister to return to answering
the question.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I inform the house that the
Summer Kidz program is a learn-to-swim and safety
program designed for participants between the ages of 4
and 12 which will run from Monday to Friday during
the summer 2013 holiday program. The VICSWIM
program is not only important for survival skills but is
also a chance for young kids to make new friends, boost
their health and wellbeing, and importantly learn new
skills so that they can be safe in pools or around
beaches in Victoria. I inform the house that even more
lessons will be held this year courtesy of the 2013
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VICSWIM Summer Kidz program. Nearly 110 venues
around Victoria are set to run this program during 2013.
Mr Helper — On a point of order, Speaker, with
regard to the minister reading his response, I well
remember the lengthy ruling you made earlier this year
about the inappropriate nature of members reading their
contributions. The minister is clearly reading his
answer, and I suggest that you point out your ruling to
him.
The SPEAKER — Order! My ruling was in regard
to members reading speeches. The minister is giving a
detailed answer to the question that was asked of him,
and it was very good. I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I am pleased that the
member for Ripon has woken up and is listening. Last
year the Summer Kidz program was run in January. We
exceeded our target by 63 per cent last year, with
4800 kids participating in that very important summer
learn-to-swim kids program. This year 50 per cent of
participants will be from targeted groups — that is,
children from rural and regional areas, importantly new
arrivals and refugees, as well as children from
non-English-speaking backgrounds and people from the
Indigenous community. More importantly, this
program gives kids the opportunity to get the skills that
will minimise the risk of their drowning in pools and
streams around Victoria.
I can also inform the house that an additional 31 venues
will be available for the learn-to-swim program this
year, so I inform members of Parliament and people
right across Victoria that they should get in and enrol in
the program. Already 1000 kids have enrolled in the
program. This is great news for Victorians. This
investment by the government is in contrast to the
approach of the previous government, which absolutely
swam away from this program. This program will give
greater access to kids to learn new skills in swimming.

POLICE REGULATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) introduced a bill for an act to amend the
Police Regulation Act 1958 to establish a Police
Registration and Services Board, to amend the
provisions for appointments, transfers, appeals and
reviews and to make miscellaneous amendments
and for other purposes.
Read first time.

STATE TAXATION AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2012
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STATE TAXATION AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2012

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT
(OPERATOR ONUS) BILL 2012

Introduction and first reading

Introduction and first reading

Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I move:

Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) — I move:

That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Land Tax Act 2005, the Road Safety Act 1986, the Taxation
Administration Act 1997, the Trustee Companies Act 1984
and for other purposes.

That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Road Safety Act 1986 in relation to the operator onus system
and for other purposes.

Mr HOLDING (Lyndhurst) — I ask the Treasurer
for a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — In regard to land tax, it
better clarifies the exemptions for a principal place of
residence and such matters as contiguous land, people
moving from independent living, people moving into
retirement villages, and other matters with regard to
trust companies and trustees.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I
wonder whether the minister could provide a further
explanation of the bill.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) — The bill
deals with a significant road safety issue that operated
under the former Labor government in Victoria that
enabled motorists who were running red lights and
speeding to avoid detection, to avoid infringement
notices and to avoid accumulating demerit points that
should have been lodged against their licences.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

RETIREMENT VILLAGES AMENDMENT
(INFORMATION DISCLOSURE) BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading

EDUCATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (GOVERNANCE) BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading

Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Consumer Affairs) — I
move:

Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — I move:

That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Retirement Villages Act 1986 in relation to the information to
be provided or made available to prospective residents of
retirement villages and for other purposes.

That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006, the Education and
Training Reform Amendment (Skills) Act 2010 and various
university acts and for other purposes.

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I request that the
minister provide a brief explanation of the bill.

Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I wonder if we could
have a brief explanation of the bill.

Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Consumer Affairs) —
As I flagged in the title and the brief introduction, it is
in relation to the information to be provided or made
available to prospective residents of retirement villages.
It implements a key coalition election commitment,
which was to make sure that people looking to enter
retirement villages have relevant information provided
to them in a timely fashion.

Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The bill
abolishes the Victorian Skills Commission and also
modernises the governance of TAFEs and other adult
education institutions and also universities that are
covered by Victorian acts of Parliament.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Read first time.

Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 5 to 14 will
be removed from the notice paper unless members
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wishing their notice to remain advise the Clerk in
writing before 8.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Geelong Ring Road: section 4C noise
attenuation
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of Victoria and the South
Barwon electorate entitled to vote for members of the
Parliament, draws to the attention of the house the threat to
the health, quality of life and property values from noise and
pollution, of the close proximity of the proposed arterial road
currently known as section 4C. This road, soon to be
renamed, is estimated, by 2020, to carry 17 000 vehicles
daily, many of them heavy commercial vehicles.
Contrary to state government’s declared core values,
consultation with the adjacent communities of Grovedale,
Waurn Ponds and Marshall was neither open nor transparent.
The Minister for Planning, Matthew Guy, described the
consultation process as ‘shabby’.
Despite weaknesses declared by the Liberal government’s
advisory committee, which was established to investigate the
consultation process and alternative alignments, Minister Guy
did not order relocation of the road.
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Barwon Valley and Nelson Park special
schools: facilities
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Victoria draws to the attention
of the house the unacceptable conditions relating to schooling
for students of the Geelong region who have an intellectual
disability (with an intelligence quotient less than 71).
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria commit to both short and long-term
solutions to:
1.

alleviate the problem of overcrowding in the two
specialist schools (Barwon Valley and Nelson Park);

2.

provide a new special school facility that best meets the
needs of the students.

By Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (1699 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for South Barwon be considered next day
on motion of Mr KATOS (South Barwon).

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 15

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria provide funding for:
1.

a 2-metre noise wall to be built on top of the already
planned 2-metre earth mound to lessen the impact on the
health and wellbeing of existing northern side residents;

2.

these walls to also cover the full 4.5-kilometre northern
length of the proposed new road;

3.

a dense-grade asphalt road surface to dampen the
vehicle noise;

4.

dense vegetation to be planted north of the wall to
reduce noise and pollution.

By Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (1192 signatures).

Roslyn Primary School: upgrade
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of Roslyn Primary School council points out to
the house that Roslyn Primary School delivers 21st century
educational programs and requires that school facilities are
equal to being a 21st century learning environment.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria approve to fund a whole school rebuild
to replace school facilities built in 1951 at Roslyn Primary
School, Belmont, Victoria.

By Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (901 signatures).

Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 15 of 2012 on:
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2012
Climate Change and Environment Protection
Amendment Bill 2012
Justice Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous)
Bill 2012
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Amendment Bill 2012
Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage
Amendment (NOPSEMA) Bill 2012
Road Management Amendment (Peninsula Link)
Bill 2012
Tobacco Amendment (Shopper Loyalty Schemes)
Bill 2012
Tobacco Amendment (Smoking at Patrolled
Beaches) Bill 2012
Transport Legislation Amendment (Marine Drug
and Alcohol Standards Modernisation and
Other Matters) Bill 2012
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.
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DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Financial Management Act 1994:
Financial Report for the State of Victoria 2011–12,
incorporating Quarterly Financial Report No 4 —
Ordered to be printed
Reports from the Minister for Roads that he had
received the reports 2011–12 of:
Rolling Stock (VL-1) Pty Ltd
Rolling Stock (VL-2) Pty Ltd
Rolling Stock (VL-3) Pty Ltd
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Cumulative summary of returns as at 30 September 2012 —
Ordered to be printed
Ombudsman — Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001:
Investigation into allegations of improper conduct involving
Victoria Police — Ordered to be printed
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s
Report on the 2009–10 and 2010–11 financial and
performance outcomes
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Alpine — C29 Part 1
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Documents under s 16B in relation to Sex Work Act
1994 — Determination of the time period for regular
swab testing under ss 19(2)(a)(ii) and 20(2)(a)(ii)

Victorian Rail Track — Report 2011–12
Water Act 1989 — Lower Campaspe Valley Water Supply
Protection Area Groundwater Management Plan under s 32A.

The following proclamation fixing an operative date
was tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 8 February 2011:
Leo Cussen Institute (Registration as a Company) Act
2011 — section 8 — 18 October 2012 (Gazette S345,
16 October 2012).

LOCAL GOVERNMENT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (MISCELLANEOUS) BILL
2012
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered next day.

ROYAL ASSENT
Messages read advising royal assent to:
16 October

Greater Bendigo — C194
Greater Dandenong — C147
Melbourne — C201
Murrindindi — C35
South Gippsland — C61
Victoria Planning Provisions — VC96
Police Appeals Board — Report 2011–12
Project Development and Construction Management Act
1994 — Nomination order under s 6, application order under
s 8 and a statement under s 9 of reasons for making a
nomination order (three documents)
Rolling Stock Holdings (Victoria) Pty Ltd — Report 2011–12
Rolling Stock (Victoria-VL) Pty Ltd — Report 2011–12
Statutory Rule under the Freedom of Information Act 1982 —
SR 112
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 101,
111, 112

Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment Bill 2012
Fire Services Property Levy Bill 2012
23 October
Community Based Sentences (Transfer) Bill 2012
Primary Industries and Food Legislation
Amendment Bill 2012
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2012.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Message read recommending appropriations for:
Climate Change and Environment Protection
Amendment Bill 2012
Justice Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous)
Bill 2012
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Amendment Bill 2012
Tobacco Amendment (Smoking at Patrolled
Beaches) Bill 2012.

PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE
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PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE
Reference
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business) — I desire to move, by leave:
That, in relation to the report of the Ombudsman,
Investigation into Allegations against Mr Geoff Shaw MP —
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001, this house refers
recommendation 2 to the Privileges Committee for
investigation and report.

Tuesday, 23 October 2012

(3) these bills be made orders of the day for today.

This motion enables these urgent bills to be debated
during the course of today and tomorrow and
potentially on Thursday. Most importantly,
notwithstanding the Tobacco Amendment (Smoking at
Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012 being an order of the day
for today as a result of this motion, there is an
agreement between the government and the opposition
that the bill will not be called on until tomorrow.
Motion agreed to.

Leave refused.
Ms Asher — On a point of order, Speaker, on three
occasions the government has proposed that this matter
be referred to the Privileges Committee forthwith, and
on each occasion the opposition has refused leave to
refer the matter to the committee as recommended by
the Ombudsman under the Whistleblowers Protection
Act 2001, which is a system set up by the Labor
government.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing and sessional orders

EDUCATION AND TRAINING
COMMITTEE
Reference
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — By
leave, I move:
That, under section 33 of the Parliamentary Committees Act
2003, an inquiry into the extent, benefits and potential of
music education in Victorian schools be referred to the
Education and Training Committee for consideration and
report no later than 30 September 2013, including:
Evidence supporting music education in schools

Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — By
leave, I move:
That so much of standing and sessional orders be suspended
on Thursday, 25 October 2012 so as to allow:

(1) benefits to society and to individual students wanting to
pursue music as a career;
(2) general benefits to students as a result of music
education;

(1) question time to begin at 2.30 p.m.; and
(2) the interruption of business for adjournment under
sessional order 8(1)(b) to occur at 4.30 p.m.

(3) benefits to student academic performance as a result of
music education;
Current provision of music education in Victoria

Motion agreed to.

Orders of the day
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — By
leave, I move:

(4) music education provided through specific funding for
music education;
(5) music education provided through non-specific funding,
for example, general student resource package funding;
(6) music education provided through parent contribution;

That:
(1) the orders of the house making the resumption of debate
on the second readings of the:
(a) Justice Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous)
Bill 2012; and
(b) Road Management Amendment (Peninsula Link)
Bill 2012 —
orders of the day for Wednesday, 24 October 2012, be
read and rescinded;
(2) the order of the house making the resumption of debate
on the second reading of the Tobacco Amendment
(Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012 an order of the
day for Thursday, 25 October 2012, be read and
rescinded; and

(7) the extent and quality of music education provision in
Victorian schools;
Future optimum provision of music education in Victorian
schools
(8) optimum governance and oversight arrangements;
(9) optimum use of targeted funding;
(10) optimum balance of central mandates and supports; and
(11) optimum balance of music specific funding, non-music
specific funding and parent contribution.

Motion agreed to.
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — I
move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 4.30 p.m. on Thursday,
25 October 2012:
Justice Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill
2012
Local Government Legislation Amendment
(Miscellaneous) Bill 2012 — amendments of the
Legislative Council
Road Management Amendment (Peninsula Link) Bill
2012
Tobacco Amendment (Smoking at Patrolled Beaches)
Bill 2012.

It is quite clear that as a result of the apology and debate
on the motion on forced adoption a significant portion
of Thursday will be dedicated to that debate and,
importantly, I am very thankful to the opposition for the
way it has negotiated that.
In relation to the government business program we
have taken a number of bills off the program that were
advertised to all parties. The three bills I have read out
are urgent bills, and of course there are Legislative
Council amendments to the Local Government
Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2012 that
should be able to be dealt with expeditiously. As I
indicated to the house moments ago, the Tobacco
Amendment (Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012
will not be called on until at least tomorrow to enable
proper debate on it.
This is a truncated government business program
compared to what was advertised. It reflects the fact
that a large portion of Thursday will be taken up with
the debate in relation to forced adoptions. I look
forward to that; I am sure many members will make
contributions either on the motion before the house or
in the debate on a take-note motion that is going to be
proposed at some later stage. With those few words I
commend the government business program to the
house.
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — I would also like to
make a few remarks on the government business
program that has been moved by the Leader of the
House and confirm, as the Leader of the House has
indicated, that the opposition has been pleased to
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cooperate with the government this week on matters to
do with the reordering of the program.
We have a rather unusual week this week. Today
through the condolence motion the Parliament duly
paid its respects to the former leader of the Country
Party, Peter Ross-Edwards. No doubt a portion of the
day tomorrow will be taken up with the significant
privilege matter that is to be considered by this house,
and Thursday is obviously going to be a very important
day as we pay our respects and pass on the apology
regarding the forced adoptions that occurred in this
state over previous decades. It is a rather busy program,
within which these bills need to be accommodated, and
as has been indicated, the opposition has been pleased
to agree to the reordering of the bills to enable those
that are time critical to be potentially passed during the
course of this week.
I also note the appreciation of the opposition for the
government agreeing to extend the sitting of the house
by half an hour on Thursday afternoon to accommodate
more speakers, if they wish, to address the issue of the
forced adoptions. There will no doubt be people who
would like to speak, and if we had gone to the normal
adjournment time of 4 o’clock, it may not have
provided them with that opportunity. I undertake to the
Leader of the House that at this stage we certainly do
not intend to see the adjournment debate begin later
than 4.30 p.m. on Thursday.
We know The Nationals in particular like to get home
early on Thursday, which brings me to that old
chestnut — that is, I do not know how The Nationals
will cope being here for an extra half hour on Thursday;
I am sure they will work it out. We have a busy
program, given everything else that is going on this
week, I hope valuable debating time which should be
set aside for debate on legislation is not taken up with
second readings. I am an eternal optimist, and I hope
that does not happen this week, but if it does, we will
know that once again it is The Nationals who are
forcing the hand of the government on this issue.
Finally, I will address the issue that is now on the notice
paper and to which the point of order was raised
previously by the Deputy Leader of the House
regarding the granting of leave to deal with the
privilege matter. This matter of privilege is coming to
the house in an unusual circumstance. I am not sure if it
is the first time a matter of privilege has come to the
house in this way — —
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
loath to interrupt the honourable member on her first
day back, but this is really not part of the government
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business program — that is, the motion that is before
the house — and should not in any way be canvassed or
debated during this debate. As I said, this is a very
narrow debate in relation to government business, and
we are now exceeding that debate.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order.
Ms ALLAN — There is a very busy program this
week, and it is important that the opposition has the
opportunity to examine all matters before it in an
appropriate way, whether it is legislation before the
house — and I have already indicated our desire to
maximise time for the debate on legislation — or any
other matters that come before the house, particularly
the privilege matter to be debated tomorrow. We want
it dealt with appropriately, and we will now have the
opportunity to examine the motion that has been
moved.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member is getting
off the point again.
Ms ALLAN — With those few remarks I am
pleased to indicate to the house that the opposition will
not be opposing the government business program.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is as if the member for
Bendigo East has not been away at all.
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — Welcome back! I rise
to make a couple of brief comments on the government
business program moved by the Leader of the House.
As we heard, the Leader of the House moved a number
of motions by leave just prior to moving the motion on
the government business program, which will in effect
allow for a number of very important matters outside
the course of the ordinary events of a parliamentary
sitting week to occur this week. We had a condolence
motion earlier today. There may be consideration of the
motion that was moved by the Minister for Innovation,
Services and Small Business.
Ms Allan — He is talking about it!
The SPEAKER — Order! I was just about to say
that the member should get back to the debate on the
motion.
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr HODGETT — Very limited time! Of course
the apology in relation to the forced adoptions will be
considered on Thursday. In effect the motions that have
been moved will allow us to change the proceedings
this week for those debates to occur. I too take the
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opportunity to thank the opposition for its cooperative
negotiations in allowing those three bills to become
orders of the day. As has been outlined, we have
agreement that when we get to government business we
will deal with the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Miscellaneous) Bill 2012 first, followed by the Road
Management Amendment (Peninsula Link) Bill 2012.
Then we will debate the Tobacco Amendment
(Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012 tomorrow.
We will also deal with the Legislative Council’s
amendments to the Local Government Legislation
Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2012.
We have also heard that, due to the rearrangement of
business, question time will take place at 2.30 p.m. on
Thursday, with the guillotine shifting a little due to the
sitting being extended by half an hour. Hopefully that
will allow us to get through all the important matters I
have mentioned, as well as allowing for adequate
scrutiny of the bills before the house. On that, I
commend the motion to the house.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the government business
program. What a delight it is to have the member for
Bendigo East back; she is certainly in excellent form
and in full throttle. We ought not assume that the
position that the member for Bendigo East has taken on
behalf of the opposition will be a consistent one. We
will look at the government business program on a
week-by-week basis, as we would be expected to do.
However, in the context of what by any measure is a
pretty unique week, we think it is appropriate that we
support the government business program.
Today it was obviously important that we pause for a
period to mark the death of that great parliamentarian
Peter Ross-Edwards. The business of the house has
now commenced, and there are three significant bills
that will be debated over the next couple of days. I
indicate to the Leader of the House that we will
expedite the Local Government Legislation
Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2012. It is a relatively
straightforward amendment bill. Subject to how the
house is proceeding at that time I indicate that there will
possibly be only one speaker for the opposition —
me — and perhaps also one speaker from the
government side to facilitate the bill’s passage.
The apology for past forced adoptions is a matter on
which I am sure many members of the house have had
representations from their constituents. For many
people it has been an extraordinarily distressing matter.
We will have almost the whole of Thursday to debate
the apology in a proper fashion. Many victims of forced
adoption will have the opportunity to be in the chamber
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or in Queen’s Hall. As I understand it, there will also be
a direct telecast at the Windsor Hotel, and I think that is
a terrific thing. For many people this is a deeply felt
wound that they have had to carry for an extraordinarily
long time. There will be an opportunity for those people
to witness this historic event, which at the very least
will provide symbolic reparation for the many people
who have been so badly scarred by this.
The apology for past forced adoptions is analogous to
the privilege I had when I represented the Victorian
government at the national apology to the stolen
generations given by then Prime Minister Kevin Rudd.
I know just how important these apologies are. The
apology for past forced adoptions is symbolic at one
level, but it is also a recognition that the highest
institution in this state acknowledges that a very bad
wrong was done to so many people who were subject to
forced adoption.
I know that the Parliament will address this question
with dignity. On Thursday it will be important that
members of Parliament, in a bipartisan manner, say to
those people who were victims of forced adoption that
we stand with them. We understand their pain. We
understand the grief and loss so many people have
suffered. If the government and opposition can be part
of a process that begins to repair some of the terrible
damage that has been done to people who were
subjected to forced adoption, I believe that is a
thoroughly worthwhile use of the Parliament’s time. In
that context we support the government business
program this week.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to support the
government business program. I also note the earlier
condolence motion for Peter Ross-Edwards, during
which many kind words were said which will be of
comfort to his family. It was a fitting tribute to a
remarkable man who led The Nationals for a very long
time.
I also thank the opposition for its pragmatic approach to
changing the order of business so we can get on and
deal with some of the bills of substance this evening, in
particular the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Miscellaneous) Bill 2012, the Road Management
Amendment Bill (Peninsula Link) Bill 2012 and the
Tobacco Amendment (Smoking at Patrolled Beaches)
Bill 2012. It may well surprise the house to know that
Mildura has a patrolled beach. In fact we have a surf
lifesaving club — without the surf — which provides a
valuable role in patrolling the beaches in the Mildura
region. Apex Park is an extremely popular swimming
spot, and I welcome this initiative to control smoking at
that site.
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I also agree with and support the words of the member
for Richmond regarding the apology for past forced
adoptions on Thursday. This is an issue that is close to
the hearts of many people in this house. There are a
number of people in my electorate who have been
affected by forced adoption. The apology will go a long
way to helping heal those people who have carried
those scars for such a long time. I note that the motion
is not subject to the guillotine, so it will lie on the notice
paper and there will be a later opportunity for people to
make contributions on it, should they wish to do so.
To finish off I welcome back the member for Bendigo
East, and I say to her that I noted her comments. The
Nationals will cope with being here 30 minutes longer,
but I leave her with this question: will the opposition
cope with the later finish, given its history?
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — We have certainly seen
an outbreak of collective goodwill regarding the
government business program this week. That is
appropriate, but I do not think we should draw any
conclusions from the return of the member for Bendigo
East. The opposition’s approach is very much about the
unusual circumstances in which we find ourselves this
week in acknowledging the passing of a great
parliamentarian, the former Leader of The Nationals,
Peter Ross-Edwards, and a very significant and sincere
apology that will be made in relation to past forced
adoptions.
Although there will be a motion of this house, I am
pleased that our colleagues from the Legislative
Council will be present and will have an opportunity to
speak on that matter as well. It is a very important
motion — just like the apology made to wards of the
state during our time in government — so that people
who have suffered because of past government actions
can come into this Parliament and directly hear our
apology and be treated with respect and supported. I
encourage members to take the opportunity of using the
additional half hour on Thursday before question time
begins at 2.30 p.m. to spend the time talking in person
with members of the community who will be here.
When the apology to the wards of the state was made
there was a great deal of emotion and people really felt
the need to speak with parliamentarians about their
feelings on that matter. I will certainly value the
additional half hour to spend time with great Victorians.
While I am on my feet I want to congratulate the
member for Brighton, the Deputy Leader of the Liberal
Party, on attaining 20 years of service and for being the
longest serving female member of Parliament,
surpassing the great Sherryl Garbutt, who was the
previous member for Bundoora. There have only been
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slightly over 100 women who have served in Victoria’s
Parliament, so to have attained 20-years service is a
great feat, and I sincerely congratulate her.
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generate $361 million for the economy over the coming
years. Well done to everybody involved.

Roads: Cranbourne electorate
I also thank the government for taking the prudent step
of dropping a number of bills from the government
business program this week in order that in addition to
amendments coming back to the Assembly from the
Council on the Local Government Legislation
Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2012, we only have
the Justice Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous)
Bill 2012, the Road Management Amendment
(Peninsula Link) Bill 2012 and the Tobacco
Amendment (Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012.
If the latter bill passes this chamber and the Council, it
is scheduled to come into effect on 1 December. It is
incredibly important it be debated and passed so that
the community will become aware of the important
content of the bill. With those words I note the unusual
outbreak of cooperation, which the community would
be deeply surprised to see, whereby both sides of the
house are supporting the government business program
this week.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Melbourne Convention and Visitors Bureau:
achievements
Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I wish to draw to the attention of the house
the exceptional performance in recent times of the
Melbourne Convention and Visitors Bureau. Business
events, as the member for Dandenong, who is a former
tourism minister would know, are a very important
component of the tourism industry. In the first quarter
of the 2012–13 financial year Melbourne was
successful in its bid to host 14 international and national
business events. All of these events combined will
hopefully attract about 7550 delegates and generate
$27 billion for the state economy over the next six
years.
Events include the Engineers Australia National
Conference 2014, the Congress of International
Federation for Structural Concrete 2018 and the general
meeting of the International Mineralogical
Association 2018. Unfortunately in a 90-second
statement I have time to focus only on congratulating
the Melbourne Convention and Visitors Bureau for
exceeding its key performance indicators in the
2011–12 financial year. We have secured
210 international and national events for Victoria, up
62 per cent on the 2011–12 target. These events will

Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — It is a serious
concern that the Baillieu government is sitting on its
hands when it comes to road funding in the electorate
of Cranbourne. Roads are an important part of the
transport network in my electorate, one of the fastest
growing electorates in south-eastern Victoria. While in
government Labor gainfully invested over $500 million
within the city of Frankston and city of Casey to
upgrade and duplicate arterial roads, including the
whole duplication of Cranbourne-Frankston Road, with
about $90 million invested in this road linking
Cranbourne with Frankston; the duplication of
Thompsons Road between the Mornington Peninsula
Freeway to EastLink; and three lanes in each direction
between EastLink and Dandenong-Frankston Road. An
investment of $30.5 million was made by the Labor
government, on top of the $22 million that was spent on
the duplication of Thompsons Road between the South
Gippsland Highway and Narre Warren-Cranbourne
Road. This government must keep up the whole
duplication of the very important Thompsons Road and
not walk away from improving it.
The government is yet to commit to even one
duplication of an arterial road in the electorate of
Cranbourne. Residents are screaming out for road
upgrades in my electorate because roads are getting
congested during peak hours as a result of the rapid
growth in the area. My recent electorate-wide survey
resulted in residents seeking government action on a
number of road projects.

Member for Albert Park: conduct
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — On Thursday during the
last sitting of Parliament the member for Albert Park
yelled insultingly across the chamber at me with a
smirk on his face, ‘I thought it was Loud Shirt Day
yesterday’. Indeed it had been Loud Shirt Day on the
previous day, and for a very important reason. There
are thousands of deaf and hearing-impaired children in
Victoria, and Loud Shirt Day is the one day in the year
when we stop and think about them and the impact their
impairment has on their lives. We think about how
different their lives would be with the gift of sound and
speech, and we show our support as leaders in our
community.
I grew up with deaf kids who had big hearing aids and
significant speech impediments yet were wonderful
people. I played netball in a team of deaf netballers, and
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I taught myself sign language to better communicate
with them. Taralye in my local community is dedicated
to early intervention services for children who have
deafness since birth, and I see children there with
cochlear implants and hearing devices with no speech
impediments or obvious disability. A world of
opportunity is at their feet.
I will not sit by while the member for Albert Park in a
cheap attempt at a personal put-down makes light of
something very serious and something worthy of
support. It is gutter politics, plain and simple, and sadly
seems to be part of a pattern of behaviour from the
member for Albert Park. That conduct has no place in
the Parliament or indeed in the community. I call on the
member for Albert Park to apologise for his childish
behaviour and to apologise to every deaf child and their
family in Victoria and to Taralye for demeaning and
insulting the very important work it does in building
support in the community.

Whittlesea City Little Athletics Centre: season
opening
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I was honoured
to officially open the season of Whittlesea City Little
Athletics Centre last Saturday, 20 October, at the
Meadowglen International Athletics Stadium in
Epping. Whittlesea City Little Athletics is home to six
local clubs, and they are Epping, Meadowglen/Lalor,
Northern Stars, Mill Park/South Morang, Thomastown
and Metro. All teams were present and in fine form,
demonstrating very strongly that fitness and sport are
alive and well among our local young people. These
young people are supported by an army of parents and
many other helpers. Little Athletics is truly a family
activity.
The kids were treated to the presence of some of our
Olympic stars — namely, Day Kaila McKnight, Scott
Martin and Tamsyn Manou. The national anthem was
sung and photos were taken with and questions posed
to our athletics champions. I would like to congratulate
all the families and helpers for supporting their kids in
Little Athletics. I especially congratulate the centre’s
executive committee members Phil Atkins, Nick
Magnasalis, Cheryl Duff, Ian Shepherd, Darren Condon
and Vanessa Henderson, and centre team manager
Anthony Valle. The supporters give up many hours
each week, year in year out, to ensure that young
people get all the encouragement they need to get
involved, do their best and have fun. That is certainly
what they did last Saturday.
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Vocational education and training: federal
funding
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — Labor’s hypocrisy
on health, education and vocational training was
exposed for all to see yesterday when federal Treasurer
Wayne Swan revealed a series of ill-conceived and
highly damaging cuts which will impact on front-line
services. While Treasurer Swan was slashing funding,
where were his Victorian Labor colleagues? Did we
hear them call for Victoria to receive its fair share? No.
Were there calls for the commonwealth to fund its own
massive promises and stop passing the buck to the
states? No. Were there calls for the federal government
and its bureaucracy to share some of the pain created by
their own financial ineptitude instead of ripping off the
states? Of course not. Were there calls for the return of
the $436 million pilfered from the national health
payments or the repudiation of indexation changes,
which will hit government schools? Do not be silly.
There was not one peep from the Victorian Labor Party,
only deafening silence — silence from the same bunch
of people who have been falsely claiming for months
that this government is cutting vocational education and
training when the truth is it has provided an extra
$1 billion over four years, silence while federal Labor
slashed funding for education and training, silence in
the face of a $380 million cut from the Skills in Need
program, silence when $150 million was ripped out of
the Trade Training Centres in Schools program, silence
when the Australian Apprenticeships Incentive program
was cut by $54 million and the Australian
Apprenticeship Access program was cut by $11 million
and silence when $70 million was carved from
Victorian universities. The hypocrisy of Victorian
Labor knows no bounds.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.

Dylan Patchett
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise today to
congratulate a young resident of my electorate, Dylan
Patchett of St Helena, who recently achieved the status
of junior tap champion for 2012 in the under-12
division of Ballarat’s iconic Royal South Street
Eisteddfod. This annual eisteddfod covers 15 theatrical
disciplines, including voice, music and movement, with
over 40 000 performances delivered to 30 000 people
over the 14-week duration of the competition. This
prestigious competition has helped five generations of
aspiring Australian talent gain performance experience,
and it is the longest operating arts competition in
Australia, having celebrated its 120th anniversary last
year.
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Impressively, despite still being in primary school, this
is Dylan’s fifth year as an award recipient in the
competition. Under the guidance of the Bev Palmer
Performing Arts school he has previously competed
and been recognised for his talents in the jazz, tap,
classical and song and dance categories. He is in good
company there. Many well-known Australian
performers have appeared in the Royal South Street
Eisteddfod at the start of their illustrious careers,
including Anthony Callea of Australian Idol fame,
Dame Kiri Te Kanawa and Jonathon Welch, founder of
the Choir of Hard Knocks. Young Dylan is a credit to
himself, his parents and our local artistic community. I
have no doubt that, like so many other South Street
competitors, he will leave a legacy of a great
contribution to the arts in Victoria.

Police: Bairnsdale
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — It is only in recent
years that Victoria has had the lowest number of police
per capita of any Australian state, so it was with great
pleasure that I recently met with 12 new police officers
stationed at Bairnsdale. The increase in police numbers
has seen the station staffed to its full capacity for the
first time in many years. It is part of this government’s
commitment to the provision of 1700 new police across
the state. Along with the Country Fire Authority
receiving its two biggest budgets in the past two years
this reaffirms the government’s commitment to the
state’s emergency services.

Lucknow Football Netball Club: premierships
Mr BULL — I acknowledge my old club, the
Lucknow Football Netball Club, for winning the 2012
East Gippsland Football League grand final, breaking a
15-year premiership drought and winning the B-grade
netball grand final. I also congratulate the Bairnsdale
under-18 team on its first premiership back in the major
Gippsland League competition.

Lakes Entrance Football Netball Club: grand
finals
Mr BULL — Lakes Entrance Football Netball Club
participated in five grand finals, winning the reserves
and under-18s football and the A-grade and C-grade
netball.

Heyfield Football Netball Club: premiership
Mr BULL — Heyfield won the senior premiership
in the North Gippsland Football League in a huge
upset.
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Avon River bridge: safety rails
Mr BULL — While driving across the Avon River
bridge at Stratford on my way to Parliament this week
it was great to see the new safety railing that has been
erected. This is something the community sought for
many years. It will significantly increase visitation to
the area by providing a safe passage over the Avon
River for rail trail users. The bridge has been avoided
by many in the past for safety reasons.

Federal government: funding cuts
Mr BULL — I note the federal government’s
funding cuts to public hospitals, schools, training and
universities. This will impact on front-line service
delivery, and I would hope that members on both sides
of the house would condemn this action.

Breast Cancer Awareness Month
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It has been
a great pleasure and privilege to be involved in a
number of wonderful events for this year’s Breast
Cancer Awareness Month. It has been a very pink
October. To start the month off I hosted a Mini-Fields
of Women event to pay tribute to all those affected by
breast cancer in our community. It was a time for
reflection with our field of pink ladies circling the
pretty pond at Buchanan Park in Berwick.
The successful event was attended by nearly 100 people
from the local community and raised $750 for Breast
Cancer Network Australia. Special thanks to my
hardworking team of ladies that included Nichole
Hayes, Kym Frost, Lisa Neindorf, Therese Howell and
everyone who was involved. Thanks also to Annabel
Elsom from Breast Cancer Network Australia for her
guidance and support. Breast Cancer Network Australia
is a wonderful organisation that informs, empowers,
represents and links together people affected by breast
cancer.
The tireless Kym Frost and her team of Delishously
Pink ladies put on the fifth annual Delishously Pink
fundraiser and morning tea. Her team included Chris
Cortese, Michelle Coster, Alison Kramer, Lisa
Neindorf, Dianne Norman, Debbie Slade, Dana
Reedman and Caitlyn Slade. They were once again
joined by the entire Frost family, including Kym’s
mother Joan Hargreaves. Over $2500 was raised for
Pink Ribbon Day and Pink Hope.
Gwen Clough and the Hampton Park Bowls Club
ladies hosted their annual Pink Ribbon breakfast and
raised well in excess of $900. They have now raised
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almost $5000 in five years. The entire club gets
involved. This year’s event was dedicated to Gail
Williams, a proud and long-serving member, bar
manager, club champion and ladies president of this
wonderful club, who recently passed away. She will be
missed by all. Thank you for supporting such a great
cause.

Vermont Primary School: 50th anniversary
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I recently had the
pleasure of attending the Vermont Secondary College’s
50th anniversary celebrations, which comprised many
events including an open day, the unveiling of a
commemorative mural, the launch of a
50th anniversary book, an evening get-together, as well
as year-level reunions and displays. It was a great time
of celebration, and I congratulate those involved in
organising these events, together with the principal,
Mr Tony Jacobs, on all the preparation and hard work
that was put in to ensure that it was an enjoyable and
memorable day.
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St Mary’s House of Welcome
Ms KANIS (Melbourne) — On 19 October this year
I helped serve lunch at St Mary’s House of Welcome in
Fitzroy. The service was part of St Mary’s advocacy
work for Anti-Poverty Week, and it welcomed
members of Parliament to help at the meal service each
day.
Each day St Mary’s hosts two lunch sittings where a
free hot meal and tea and coffee are served to people in
need. Each day approximately 100 people come to
St Mary’s for sustenance and friendship. This year the
service users, who are some of the most disadvantaged
in our society, decided to raise money for an overseas
charity providing for women and children. It was
overwhelming to learn that by the end of the week they
had donated more than $800. I would like to
congratulate and thank the staff and service users for
demonstrating true generosity and a giving spirit.
Victoria would be a better place if everyone were as
generous as them. I would also like to congratulate
St Mary’s on its work in advocating for people in need.

Federal government: funding cuts
Mr ANGUS — The federal Labor government’s so
called mini-budget announced yesterday represents an
attack on hardworking Victorian taxpayers and
Victorian businesses. It contains many funding cuts for
Victoria, including cuts in national health payments of
$67 million this financial year and $436 million over
four years, as well as a series of cuts to apprenticeship
programs and funding for universities, schools and
other training options amounting to many hundreds of
millions of dollars. In Victoria these cuts are in addition
to the previous multi-billion-dollar reductions in GST
funding and the lack of infrastructure funds that are
made available. State Labor members should be out
defending Victoria’s position, but unsurprisingly they
have remained silent on behalf of their constituents in
the face of this financial attack.
With billions of dollars of taxpayers money being
wasted on an ongoing basis by an incompetent federal
Labor-Greens government it is time for the state
opposition leader to stand up for all Victorians and call
on the federal Treasurer to admit what most Victorians
already know — that is, that he and his colleagues are
simply unable to manage the Australian economy. He
should implore the federal Treasurer to request that the
Prime Minister call a federal election as a matter of
urgency so that this unsustainable financial
mismanagement can be brought to an end.

North Melbourne: Spring Fling festival
Ms KANIS — On 21 October I attended the Spring
Fling festival in North Melbourne. This festival is a
celebration of all things North Melbourne, from schools
and the Lost Dogs’ Home to great food,
multiculturalism and dancing. One of the things we
love about North Melbourne is that it has such a strong
sense of community, and the Spring Fling epitomised
that community spirit. I would like to thank everyone
who was involved in organising the event, particularly
the volunteers and the centre.

Benalla electorate: schools clay target shoot
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Congratulations to
members of the Benalla branch of Field and Game
Australia and to Benalla College on conducting the
50th annual schools clay target shoot last Monday.
Over 270 male and female students from schools in
north-eastern Victoria, southern New South Wales and
even Geelong participated. Well done to Rod Berger
and his team.

Country Fire Authority: Benalla brigade
awards
Dr SYKES — Congratulations to the Benalla
Country Fire Authority brigade members who were
awarded service medals last Saturday night, in
particular Graeme Green, who was recognised for
60 years of service; Jack Harrison, who was recognised

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
4608

ASSEMBLY

for 55 years of service; and Alan Beaton and Bill
Armstrong, who were recognised for 50 years of
service. Junior members were also recognised, with
awards going to Mitchell Beaton, Nic Bailey, Ryan
Nedeljkovic, Jessie Beaton and Sharnee Chenhall. A
highlight of the evening was an extremely generous
donation of $l000 to the brigade by the Benalla Bowls
Club catering team of Chris Lie and Lucia Ku; they and
their children Stephanie, Eva and Matthew have been in
Benalla for only three years.

BreastScreen Victoria: Mount Beauty visit
Dr SYKES — Congratulations also to Trish Dixon
and local Mount Beauty women for getting the
BreastScreen Victoria mobile van to visit Mount
Beauty. Already over 150 women have booked in for a
check.

Typo Station: graduation day
Dr SYKES — Congratulations to the Evolve team,
led by Paul Stolz and chair Kevin Lynch, on another
successful graduation day at Typo Station last Saturday
and for their continuing excellent work in helping
young people to get back on track.

Benalla Spring Show
Dr SYKES — Finally, congratulations to Wendy
Beer and her team for conducting the highly successful
Benalla Spring Show last weekend.

Western suburbs: TAFE funding
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — Earlier this
month LeadWest released a damning report simply
entitled Social Impacts on Melbourne’s West of TAFE
Funding Cuts. The report makes it clear that the
funding cuts to TAFE will have a disproportionately
high impact on Melbourne’s west, an area that already
suffers above-average unemployment and faces a range
of challenges due to high pockets of disadvantage. The
cuts to Victoria University are bordering on
catastrophic, with the total reduction in state funding
now projected to be in the vicinity of $40 million per
year. This, along with cuts in Swinburne University
funding, represents the largest funding reduction for
any TAFE provider in Victoria. Most tragically, these
cuts have forced Victoria University to cease offering
almost all of its entry-level certificate I and certificate II
courses. The report estimates that there are
9000 entry-level learners in Melbourne’s west receiving
important pathway training for unskilled adults and
young people.
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Last week I joined a very impressive group of
entry-level students who were learning English as a
second language (ESL) at Victoria University’s
St Albans campus. For many of these newly arrived
Victorians studying ESL is a critical pathway to
employment and social inclusion. At the end of the
session a number of concerned teachers told me that
due to the Baillieu government’s cuts to TAFE the
course fees for many ESL students had almost tripled,
which many students simply cannot afford. This is a
disgraceful decision which will hurt our most
disadvantaged citizens and makes a mockery of the
government’s so-called investment in skills.

Wodonga Institute of TAFE: driver training
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I will give an example
of how the coalition government is strengthening the
TAFE sector in north-eastern Victoria. Last Thursday I
was thrilled to be accompanied by the Minister for
Higher Education and Skills at the opening of the Logic
campus of Wodonga Institute of TAFE. The project
included the purchase of 40 hectares of land and the
construction of a driver training track and buildings.
The $16 million project was fully funded by the
Victorian government and delivered within budget. The
Wodonga TAFE Logic campus is a state-of-the-art
facility that supports the increasing demand on
Wodonga TAFE to service the road transport, supply
chain, motor sport, civil construction and forestry
industries and delivers a comprehensive range of driver
education. The project concept was developed in
consultation with industry, taking advantage of
Wodonga Institute of TAFE’s strong links with the
logistics, transport and warehousing industries. The
Albury-Wodonga region is a central transport hub,
where Wodonga TAFE is a key provider of
transport-related training.
I would particularly like to acknowledge Carmel
Ackerly and Neil Aplin of Driver Education Centre
Australia, who were present at the event where the
official announcement was made of the merger of
Wodonga TAFE and DECA. Through extending
DECA’s operations the merger will allow for the
expansion of the DECA brand into new geographic
areas, increasing activity and ensuring DECA’s
viability well into the future. I congratulate Tony
Brandt, the president of the board, his board members
and Michael O’Loughlin, the chief executive officer of
Wodonga TAFE. On a personal note, this is a highlight
of my political career in this Parliament.
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Police: Brunswick open day
Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) — I rise to
congratulate our local police and community on making
the Brunswick police open day held on Sunday,
21 October, such a success. Between the hours of
10.00 a.m. and 2.00 p.m. at Clifton Park in Victoria
Street, Brunswick, the community was able to come
down and meet many members of the local force and
elite officers. They were able to check out police cars,
trucks and equipment and, in a crowd favourite, were
treated to a visit by a police helicopter, which touched
down in the centre of the oval. It was terrific to see the
little kids wide-eyed and happy — almost as happy as
some of their parents — while they were getting photos
taken next to the helicopter and its pilots. There was
balloon-making for the kids, a couple of mini-rides and
a police puppy dog in training for its life in the force.
The police band belted out some tunes, along with a
loudspeaker playing top-40 hits. The council and the
White Ribbon Foundation were there with information
and advice.
It really was a very special day, which gave the local
community a terrific opportunity to meet their local
police officers, ask them questions and, most
importantly, thank them for their hard work and
dedication. Particular mention should be made of local
Acting Senior Sergeant Shayne Kerley, who organised
the event. It was a huge effort and required an
enormous amount of work. He is to be congratulated, as
is, as always, Inspector Dean McGowan, for his
ongoing leadership and commitment.

Australian Year of the Farmer: Patchewollock
celebration
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — Last Sunday the
Patchewollock community had an Australian Year of
the Farmer celebration event attended by 500 to
600 people. It featured local and visiting artists, a
support walk, sheep races and the unveiling of Mallee
fowl sculptures. Locals and visitors from afar filled the
yard at the back of the pub and were six deep over the
100-metre sheep racing course. I was given the job of
starter, and unfortunately the sheep went the wrong
way. Considerable creativity had gone into the event.
Well done to the Patchewollock Progress Association
for organising this remarkable event.
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community, has a show with an emphasis on all things
home — gardening, cooking and craftwork, as well as
competitions. Hopetoun’s show reflects its community
in the centre of the Mallee with grains and livestock, as
well as arts and crafts, displays and entertainment.
Mildura has a large regional show, with pavilions
packed with displays, demonstrations of all kinds and
hardworking charities, as well as equestrian events and
spectacular entertainment. None of this would work
without the commitment and dedication of volunteers.
Organising and running shows is hard yet vital work, as
these are often the headline events in a community
calendar. I would like to record my thanks and
appreciation to each and every one of the volunteers
who made these events wonderful.

Armistice of Moudros: commemoration
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — I rise to
call on the Victorian and national governments to
support recognition of the Armistice of Moudros. The
armistice was signed on 30 October 1918 — that is, a
week from today 97 years ago. It ended the hostilities
started in the Dardanelles and at Gallipoli between the
Ottoman Empire and the Allies. The armistice was
signed by the Ottoman Minister of Marine Affairs,
Rauf Bey, and British Admiral Somerset Arthur
Gough-Calthorpe on board HMS Agamemnon in
Moudros harbour on the Greek island of Lemnos. It is
fitting that they chose this location, the island of
Lemnos, as it is where the war began. The island was
the mobilisation base for the Allied forces, including
hospitals and supplies, and it was also where the war in
the east ended.
Commemorations have really been lost, as we
commemorate those who fought in the First World War
and those who died 12 days later as part of
Remembrance Day on 11 November. However, at least
some parts of the Greek community in Australia and on
the island of Lemnos do remember this event, which is
important both to Greece and to Australia — that is, the
signing of the armistice and the ending of the eastern
war in the First World War. It also coincides with one
of Greece’s national days, which is Ohi day, or No day,
on 28 October, so it is very fitting that although the vast
majority have forgotten how important this armistice
was in ending the Gallipoli campaign, at least some in
the Greek community are sharing both their Australian
and their Greek heritage in this remembrance.

Agricultural shows: Mildura electorate
Mr CRISP — It is also show time in my electorate.
The weekend before last Cardross and Hopetoun had
their annual shows, and last weekend it was Mildura’s
turn. Each show is different. Cardross, a small active

Prostate cancer: Baw Baw Biggest Ever Blokes
BBQ
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I rise to
congratulate the organising committee of the Baw Baw
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Biggest Ever Blokes BBQ, which will occur this Friday
at Lardner Park. Approximately 750 people have
confirmed their attendance, which is an exceptional
result for a first-year event. Though it is a fundraising
event, the Baw Baw Biggest Ever Blokes BBQ also
aims to raise awareness of the risks associated with
prostate cancer and generate much-needed funds to
help reduce the number of deaths from the disease.

Students will use a range of musical methods to create
their own version of this song, with the winning school
collecting $15 000 in prize money. Submissions will be
made in film clip, slide show or PowerPoint form. It is
wonderful to see Westmeadows Primary School taking
part in this competition and knowing that through it
students are gaining a better understanding of our very
important Indigenous heritage.

The Baw Baw Big Blokes BBQ in West Gippsland has
been organised by a group of eight local men: president
Michael Grogan, who has been very well supported by
John Davine, Dale Cook, Andrew Schreyer, Barry Lea,
Craig Debnam, Brett Evans and Duncan McNeil. Since
the original Big Blokes BBQ in Shepparton many other
rural centres have held events, including Bendigo,
Echuca, Ballarat and Bairnsdale, with others planned
for Tasmania, New South Wales and Queensland.

We can always do more to help end the disparity that
exists between Indigenous and non-Indigenous
Australians, but it must start with greater education and
understanding.

If identified and caught at an early stage through blood
test or rectal examination, prostate cancer can be cured.
Early detection is the key to better outcomes and the
potential cure of prostate cancer. Importantly the funds
raised by this event will be distributed locally to the
prostate cancer nurses of the West Gippsland Hospital
and Latrobe Regional Hospital and nationally to the
Prostate Cancer Foundation of Australia.
Twenty thousand new cases of prostate cancer are
diagnosed each year in Australia, with approximately
3300 men dying from the disease annually, while
120 000 Australian men are living with prostate cancer
today. I congratulate the committee and the Prostate
Cancer Foundation of Australia on this important
initiative and wish them well for the event later this
week.

Westmeadows Primary School: song
competition
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I rise to commend
Westmeadows Primary School in my electorate, which
recently entered the GenerationOne Creative Change
School Competition, which aims to end the disparity
between Indigenous and non-Indigenous Australians.
The competition will see Westmeadows Primary
School students from grades 3 to 6 performing their
own version of the song Hands Across Australia, which
is the theme song of GenerationOne. Hands Across
Australia was written by Melinda Schneider and Les
Gock and was originally recorded by an ensemble of
Australian artists, including Christine Anu, Ernie
Dingo, Jon Stevens, the Australian Girls Choir and
many more.

Chris Beattie
Ms BEATTIE — On another matter, I wish to
thank all members of the house who have sent their best
wishes, cards, texts and SMS messages during my
recent bereavement. It is wonderful to have the support
of so many people.

Disability services: Scope Shannon Park
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — On 17 October the
Minister for Community Services officially opened the
redevelopment of Scope at Shannon Park in Newtown,
and on Thursday I had the pleasure of visiting the
centre with Andrea Coote, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the other place.
I commend the fundraising efforts of the Shannon Park
Appeal Committee, which raised $1.245 million,
including a $255 000 grant from the Victorian coalition
government, towards the $4.34 million redevelopment.
The facility is vibrant, modern and accessible and
provides inclusive support services for people with a
disability.

Combined Probus Club of Highton:
10th anniversary
Mr KATOS — I was delighted to be the guest
speaker at the Combined Probus Club of Highton’s
10th anniversary celebration luncheon on 18 October.
Congratulations to president Margaret Walker and
members on this milestone. It is pleasing to see the club
has grown from a small group of people meeting for
lunch back in 2002 to a membership of 90 today.

Health: federal funding
Mr KATOS — The Gillard government stands
condemned for its cuts to Victoria’s health system.
Canberra’s share of expenditure on public hospitals has
dropped from 44 per cent in 2008–09 to 39.1 per cent
today. Yesterday federal Treasurer Wayne Swan
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announced further cuts of $67 million in this financial
year to the national health payments to Victoria and
cuts of $436 million over four years. These cuts are
cruelly targeted at front-line health services, and the
Victorian government is standing up against these cuts,
unlike those opposite in this house who are sitting in
absolute silence.

Children’s Week
Mr KATOS — I was delighted to join my wife,
Vicki, and my four boys, who came along with us to
the Waurn Ponds library last Friday as part of the
Children’s Week launch. The Waurn Ponds library is a
fantastic facility that caters for young and old in our
community.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Geelong–Whitehorse roads, Mount Clear:
traffic management
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — It is nearly two
years since the Baillieu government came to office.
Sadly this has not ushered in any noticeable progress in
the Ballarat East electorate. Even projects funded under
the former Brumby government have still not been
completed.
Notably, $2 million was allocated in Labor’s
2010 budget to upgrade the Geelong–Whitehorse roads
roundabout to improve traffic flow on a road which in
recent years has become very congested, especially at
morning peak times. Despite my writing to the Minister
for Roads in the first month of the new government
asking him to take a personal interest in this project and
to treat this as a priority, nearly two years later work on
the roundabout has still not commenced.
Users of this road are rightly asking, ‘When?’. When
will this government actually see the roundabout
upgrade completed, and when will the additional works
committed to be undertaken?

Police: Daylesford station
Mr HOWARD — Likewise, $2 million was
allocated in Labor’s 2010 budget for a new police
station in Daylesford. Again despite my urging the
Deputy Premier to progress this project as a priority,
nearly two years into government we still see
Daylesford residents asking when they will hear that a
contract to construct the new police station has even
been announced. Residents of the Ballarat East
electorate clearly deserve better from this government,
not just in terms of completing its own projects but by
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spending the funding that was allocated under the
former Labor government.

AAMI Park: facilities
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I was interested to read
the Auditor-General’s report last week that talked about
some of the projects in Victoria, including the
Melbourne rectangular stadium, also known as AAMI
Park. I was intrigued by the fact that the previous
government did not bother accounting for catering in
the facility. But that is okay; it did not have to account
for catering because it did not account for any seats, so
there would not be any spectators to eat any food. You
do not need to account for spectators, because why
would you need spectators when you do not have any
sport? The previous government did not even bother
with accounting for turf at the facility. It is amazing to
think someone would build a sporting stadium with no
turf, no sport and no spectators. That is very interesting.

Federal government: funding cuts
Mr WATT — Members also may be very interested
to note that recently the midyear economic and fiscal
outlook from the federal Labor government shows the
removal of quite a bit of money from Victoria, and yet
we hear not a word from those opposite. That is a
shame. There has been a reduction of $380 million in
net funding for the Skills in Need program,
$150 million of cuts to funding for the Trade Training
Centres in Schools program over the forward estimates,
$11 million out of the Australian Apprenticeship
Access program and $54.1 million out of the Australian
Apprenticeships Incentives program. It is amazing that
those opposite have said nothing.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(MISCELLANEOUS) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 10 October; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — It is my great pleasure
to rise tonight to make what I promise will be quite a
short contribution on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2012. I hear the sighs
of disappointment from members! When one comes to
the content of the bill, one notes it is effectively an
omnibus bill with a range of reasonably small, technical
amendments to a number of pieces of legislation. This
is not grand legal reform. Having said that, I understand
it is necessary to make technical changes in respect of
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some acts; some of those changes are small, and it is
often sensible to make them in one go.
Let me begin by saying that the opposition will not be
opposing this bill. Effectively it seeks to amend the
Accident Compensation Act 1985, the Judicial
Remuneration Tribunal Act 1995, the Supreme Court
Act 1986, the County Court Act 1958 and the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003. As I said,
most of these amendments are relatively
straightforward and in the eyes of the opposition are
controversy free. There are a number of mild concerns
in respect of a number of them that we wish to place on
the record, but we will not be opposing the bill.
I will describe each of those amendments in a little
more detail. The bill seeks to repeal section 134AE of
the Accident Compensation Act, which currently
requires judges in the County Court to provide detailed,
extensive and complete reasons when they are deciding
a plaintiff’s application — a plaintiff in these
circumstances is often a worker — for leave to proceed
with a common-law claim for damages in relation to a
serious injury. This is an area of the law that the
opposition will watch with great intent.
One of the things that Victorian Labor is extremely
proud of is the restoration of common-law damages
after the re-election of a Labor government under
former Premier Steve Bracks, so members on this side
of the house do monitor these things with a great deal
of interest. We wish to place on the record that we are
very up-front in our passion and desire to ensure that
Victorian workers are always able to exercise the full
entitlement of their rights, including those under the
common law.
Having said that, the removal of this section will mean
that from the moment that the legislation comes into
force, which is proposed to be 1 January 2013, County
Court judges will be required to provide only clear,
proper and adequate reasons when deciding these
matters. It should also be noted that there are some
transitional arrangements in respect of this particular
area, which I will refer to now.
Where an application for leave has been made and
heard but where a decision is still pending as at
1 January 2013, the date on which the amendment is
due to come into effect, the court is required to provide
reasons as if that section had not been repealed.
However, for all other relevant applications for leave
commenced before 1 January 2013, the repeal will be in
effect and the court will no longer need to provide
detailed, extensive and complete reasons, as it is
currently required to do under the act. In other words, it
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will depend on where the process of a worker’s
application submitted prior to 1 January 2013 is at on
1 January 2013, and that might relate to whether the
application has been heard and a decision is pending or
whether in fact the application has just been made. The
form of rationale for the decision the judge will be
required to provide will depend on where the
application is at on 1 January 2013. The opposition
makes the gentle observation that that is quite an
anomalous situation and wishes to gently say that may
be problematic, but I will come to that matter in a
moment.
I put on the record our appreciation to the staff of the
Department of Justice in respect of this matter. The
proposed amendment apparently has been suggested by
the County Court judges as a means of trying to
increase efficiency and reduce backlogs in the court
system. I also note that the Law Institute of Victoria
supports the proposed changes. It has said effectively
that these changes are in the interests of efficiency and
freeing up judges’ time so that they are able to hear
more cases. They all sound like sensible observations to
me.
The opposition shares the goal of making the justice
system more efficient, and one can achieve efficiency
through a variety of means. One of the issues that we
take up to the government goes to the government’s
response to backlogs in the courts and the funding
allocations that are made available. But efficiency can
take many forms. It is very important that in addressing
what is quite a noble desire to make the justice system
more efficient one must always be conscious of the
potential impacts that can have on the purity, for want
of a better term, of the justice experience. We also wish
to express some caution that in striving for greater
efficiency in the justice system we do not wish to
compromise justice in the process. That is something
on which we intend to keep a watching brief.
In terms of the transitional arrangements that I spoke of
earlier, the opposition has some concerns about the
proposal in that respect. Our concern is specifically
around the effect of retrospectivity in only some cases.
It may be that members of the government wish to
clarify this matter for us. This is our best understanding
of the transitional arrangements at this point in time.
We remain open to clarification in case we have not
interpreted these transitional provisions in the way the
government had intended. As I said, it is incredibly
important that we clarify these sorts of matters during
second-reading debates on bills, given that they are
often used as an important source by many, including
the judiciary, in terms of the interpretation of the law.
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The bill’s effect potentially could be such that if a
plaintiff makes an application today but the application
has not been heard by 1 January 2013, the retrospective
nature of the transitional arrangements might take away
what could be considered a vested procedural right to
detailed reasons. That is a concern that we wish to put
on the record. As I said, the opposition remains open to
government clarification. Failing that, we would also
flag that we would intend to further interrogate this
matter in the committee stage in the other place. What
we are fundamentally concerned about here is to ensure
that there is no prejudice or unfairness to plaintiffs in
that situation, particularly if that is in fact a vested
procedural right to detailed reasons. We very
transparently and openly place that matter on the
record.
This bill also makes a number of amendments to the
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Act 1995. The bill
substitutes section 13(1) of the Judicial Remuneration
Tribunal Act to allow the tribunal to report to the
Attorney-General on recommendations in relation to
adjustment to judicial conditions of service as the
tribunal considers appropriate. Ordinarily such a
discretion would raise my hackles. I prefer very clear
obligations about reporting processes, but this
circumstance is slightly different, and I will briefly step
through the reasons.
It seems to me to be quite a sensible alteration to the
current system. The current situation requires those
reports to be made at least every two years, but given
that judicial salaries have now been linked to the
commonwealth judiciary and that recommendations
about judicial salaries were the main purpose of these
reports, there is now far less need for the tribunal to
spend its time providing these reports to the
Attorney-General as a matter of course every two years.
In short, there is no longer the need to do it as often,
and so giving the tribunal the discretion to report to the
Attorney-General as the need arises strikes me as a
sensible amendment, and we support it.
The bill also makes a number of amendments to the
Supreme Court Act 1986. Effectively the bill
substitutes paragraphs in section 17AA of the Supreme
Court Act 1986 to clarify that court rules can be made
empowering judges and associate judges to refer
matters to a judicial registrar for hearing and
determination provided the court permits the delegation
of that class of matter. The bill also seeks to clarify the
rule-making power regarding the matters or classes of
matters that are appropriate for a judicial registrar to
hear and determine. The bill seeks to substitute
paragraph (de) of section 25(1) of the Supreme Court
Act to clarify that the court has the power to make rules
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concerning which classes of matters may be heard or
determined by a judicial registrar or referred to a
judicial registrar for hearing and determination. My
theme is becoming consistent. The opposition supports
the intent of this provision.
We understand that these provisions are designed to
increase the efficiency of the justice system and also to
deal with the fact that there are substantial and
significant pressures in terms of the list at the Supreme
Court. To the extent that we wish to flag any putative
concern it is this: we do not wish this system to be an
excuse for the government to continue to refuse to
provide the Supreme Court with sufficient resources in
order for the Supreme Court to process cases and do its
work efficiently. We also believe that there is some
degree of risk with a proposal that may result in more
matters being referred to judicial registrars for hearing
and determination in the future. It is difficult to get a
sense as to the likely weight or volume of referrals. As I
said, the intent is a good one, but no. 1, it should not be
used as an excuse not to resource the Supreme Court
properly, and no. 2, we caution the government that it
ought to keep a very strong watching brief on the
pattern of behaviour that emerges in terms of the
referrals to judicial registrars as a result of this bill and
the consequences of those referrals.
There are also some amendments to the County Court
Act 1958. The bill inserts a new paragraph into
section 14(5) of the County Court Act 1958 to provide
that previous service as Chief Magistrate immediately
prior to appointment to the County Court counts as
service for the purposes of calculating a judge’s pension
entitlements. We might cutely refer to that as the Ian
Gray amendment. I must say that Mr Gray did an
outstanding job in his work at the Magistrates Court. It
is a terrific appointment, and we wish him all the best in
his new role as a County Court judge, particularly with
respect to his work at the Coroners Court.
With your indulgence, Acting Speaker, I also place on
record on behalf of Victorian Labor members our deep
and abiding appreciation for the work that the previous
coroner, Judge Jennifer Coates, did. Both those
individuals are outstanding and both those
appointments have served and will continue to serve the
community well. The opposition agrees that it is
entirely appropriate that Mr Gray’s years of service as
Chief Magistrate ought to be recognised. We have no
hesitation in supporting an amendment to enable that. It
is incredibly important that we try to be responsive to
the need to provide proper career paths to utilise and
benefit from the wisdom and experience of good
officers of the court. We say that Mr Gray is a fine
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example of that, and we support the amendment on that
basis.
Finally, the bill seeks to amend subsections 38(1) and
(2) of the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003.
This amendment effectively extends the time the
government has available to it to undertake a review of
the act. There is currently a review of that act with a
report to be tabled in Parliament by 30 June 2013. The
effect of this amendment is that that report will not be
required to be tabled until 31 December 2013. The
opposition fundamentally agrees that this is a necessary
amendment given that the Council of Australian
Governments is conducting a review of
counter-terrorism legislation and that the review has
only recently begun. As such, it is sensible that any
review done in this state ought to be cognisant of or
influenced by and responsive to the COAG review.
It strikes us as only slightly strange that this is the
second time that Parliament has been asked to extend
the reporting period with respect to the review of the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act, and it may be
that the government ought to have been more
circumspect in seeking its original extension, which
would have avoided the need to come back to the
Parliament again to seek a further extension. That is not
a point that we will necessarily grandstand about. We
understand what is driving the need for the amendment
and we certainly do not oppose it.
By way of concluding remarks, I reiterate that the
opposition does not oppose this bill. We support all
efforts to try to make the justice system more efficient.
Our construction of efficiency includes accessibility.
Victorian Labor is deeply proud of its strong history of
having the policy aim of access to the justice system.
However, we wish to place on the record our concern
that in the pursuit of efficiency in the justice system
justice itself is not at any point or in any way
compromised. Having placed those views on the
record, I wish the bill a speedy passage through the
house.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to speak in the debate on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2012.
With your blessing, Acting Speaker, I want to note that
our thoughts and prayers are with the member for
Yuroke. It is great to see her back in Parliament
following her recent bereavement. It is also good to see
the member for Bendigo East back in the house.
The purposes of the bill are many, and it amends five
acts. While the amendments are not groundbreaking,
they are nonetheless very important. I commend the
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Attorney-General, who is at the table, for his ongoing
work with regard to the efficacy of the judicial system.
These measures are very important. The bill amends the
Accident Compensation Act 1985 by repealing
section 134AE. It amends the Terrorism (Community
Protection) Act 2003 to extend the deadline for the
tabling of a report on the operation of the act and for
other purposes. It amends the County Court Act 1958
in respect of pension entitlements and recognition of
service. The Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Act 1995
is also amended in respect of reporting periods. The
Supreme Court Act 1986 is amended with regard to
rule-making powers.
Firstly I will address the amendments to the Accident
Compensation Act 1985. When section 134AE was
inserted into the legislation in 2000 its intent was to
ensure that County Court judges provided detailed
reasons when determining a worker’s application for
leave to proceed with a common-law claim for
damages for serious injury. In assessing how this
particular provision performed it was concluded that it
took additional time and placed an unnecessary burden
on judges and also injured workers. All members would
appreciate that when you are an injured worker the
sooner those determinations are concluded the better, so
this is an important provision. Importantly there is still a
requirement for reasons to be provided for applications
for leave to proceed, but they will be appropriate for an
application made by way of originating motion. This
amendment is an important one that will save time,
remove an unnecessary burden upon judges and make
sure we have a more timely process in regard to making
determinations for injured workers.
With regard to the Terrorism (Community Protection)
Act 2003 the bill amends section 38(1). As it stands a
review of the act’s operation is to be conducted and
reported to the Parliament by 30 June, 2013, as the
member for Altona mentioned in her contribution.
What we are doing here is extending that deadline to
31 December 2013. The reason we are doing that is that
a review of counter-terrorism legislation is being
conducted under the jurisdiction of the Council of
Australian Governments at the moment, and that is
expected to be reported back to COAG later this year.
Delaying that reporting date will provide time to
consider the findings of that review, and of course it
will avoid duplication at the same time.
These are important provisions. As we know, in a
contemporary world it is imperative that we have
counter-terrorism legislation that actually impacts upon
anybody who gives some thought to undertaking such
heinous activity. It is important that we get this
legislation right. I am sure there will be some good
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outcomes out of the COAG review, and I am sure the
community will support any improvements to the
counter-terrorism legislation.
In regard to the County Court Act 1958, as I said
earlier, the amendments essentially seek to improve
pension entitlements and the recognition of service of
judges. In this particular scenario we are rectifying an
anomaly in the calculation of judicial pension
entitlements. Currently service in a range of judicial and
statutory offices is considered in any such calculation,
but the office of Chief Magistrate is not included
among those offices, so these amendments will rectify
that anomaly. That is common sense. It is supported by
the opposition, and in particular it was supported by the
member for Altona in her contribution.
In regard to amendments to the Judicial Remuneration
Tribunal Act 1995, we are talking about reporting
periods, and again this is a common-sense but
important amendment. At the moment the Victorian
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal is required to make
recommendations to the Attorney-General in relation to
the conditions of service of judicial officers at intervals
of not less than one year and not more than two years.
The act needs to reflect what is current practice, and
these amendments will therefore remove the
requirement that the tribunal report to the
Attorney-General at those specified intervals. It is
another common-sense amendment.
Lastly, with regard to the Supreme Court Act 1986
there are amendments around rule-making powers.
Quite simply, we seek to improve the effectiveness of
judicial registrars in the Supreme Court. The bill
enables the court to make procedural rules, but it also
ensures that certain matters can be referred to judicial
registrars by associate judges for their determination.
In summary, these are very sensible provisions which
not only improve the administrative burden within the
judicial system but also streamline the process at the
same time. I am pleased the opposition has not sought
to oppose these very sensible provisions. I congratulate
the Attorney-General on another sensible piece of
legislation before us this evening, and I wish the bill a
speedy passage.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I rise to speak in
support of the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Miscellaneous) Bill 2012, which is an omnibus bill
that makes some minor amendments to five acts, being
the Accident Compensation Act 1985, the Judicial
Remuneration Tribunal Act 1995, the Supreme Court
Act 1986, the County Court Act 1958 and the
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Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003. As I said,
the opposition supports these amendments.
The bill repeals section 134AE of the Accident
Compensation Act, and this is an important
amendment. Section 134AE requires judges of the
County Court to give detailed, extensive and complete
reasons when making a decision on a worker’s
application for leave to proceed to a common-law claim
for damages for serious injury. The court will still be
required to provide clear, proper and adequate reasons
for applications for leave to proceed; however, in
future, reasons for decision will be appropriate for an
application made by way of an originating motion. The
removal of this requirement will hopefully assist the
court to resolve serious injury applications more
quickly, which will benefit the court processes by
making them more efficient. It will also assist injured
workers to receive a more speedy outcome.
The bill amends section 13 of the Judicial
Remuneration Tribunal Act 1995. The Judicial
Remuneration Tribunal is required to make
recommendations to the Attorney-General in relation to
judicial officers’ conditions of service at intervals of not
less than one year and not more than two years. The
requirement to report periodically does not reflect the
JRT’s current statutory functions, which were changed
by the Judicial Salaries Act 2004. It is believed this
amendment will better reflect the limited functions that
are now performed by the tribunal.
The bill also amends the Supreme Court Act 1986. It is
hoped that it will increase the effectiveness of judicial
registrars in the Supreme Court. The amendment will
enable the court to make procedural rules to allow
associate judges to refer particular matters to judicial
registrars for determination. Again, this is to assist with
court processes.
The bill amends the County Court Act 1958 by
providing that service in the office of the Chief
Magistrate counts as service in the office of County
Court judges for the purposes of pension or pension
entitlements. Members may not know that magistrates
do not receive pensions, and maybe that is an
amendment for another day. I should declare a conflict
of interest! Never let a chance go by, Acting Speaker.
This omnibus bill also amends section 38(1) of the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003, which
requires the responsible minister to arrange for a review
of the operation of the act to be conducted and a report
to be tabled in Parliament by 30 June next year. This
amendment extends that date for review to
31 December 2013. This makes sense, given there is a
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current review of counter-terrorism being conducted
under the auspices of the Council of Australian
Governments, which is expected to report later this
year. This extension will allow for full and proper
consideration of the outcome of the COAG review, or
so we hope, which will assist in giving proper
consideration to the issues and determining whether
there is a need for any further legislative amendment.
As I said, this bill makes some fairly significant but
relatively minor amendments that will still have some
impact on five justice acts, and I commend those
amendments to the house.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — It gives me
pleasure to rise and speak on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2012. This bill makes
amendments to five particular acts in the state of
Victoria. They include the Accident Compensation Act
1985; the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Act 1995, or
the JRT act; the Supreme Court Act 1986; the County
Court Act 1958; and a newer one, the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Act 2003, which I will call the
terrorism act from now on.
I want to touch on these acts bit by bit, but there is
something I want to go back to for the sake of the
member for Altona, who posed a question to the
Attorney-General. I would like to give her some
clarification. The member for Altona talked about the
part of the bill which relates to reducing the time
required by the court to finalise serious injury
applications under the Accident Compensation Act
1985, which will come into effect on 1 January next
year. All the other amendments we are talking about
today come into effect the day after royal assent is
given.
I want to clarify the issue in relation to the amendment
to section 134AE of the Accident Compensation Act
1985. The amendment allows County Court judges to
give, if you like, less detailed reasons when deciding if
a worker who puts in an application can proceed with a
common-law claim for damages for serious injury —
and it does have to be nominated as a serious injury.
Obviously those sorts of substantiations will be made at
the time. The County Court approached us and asked
for these amendments so court resources could be better
used.
The member for Altona was seeking clarification as to
whose applications would be affected and at what stage
of the process applications would be heard under the
new law as opposed to the old law. It is quite simple.
Clause 4(1) of the bill says:
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If an application for leave to bring proceedings under
section 134AB(16)(b) has been made and heard but a
decision has not been made on that application before
1 January 2013 … the court … must give reasons as if
section 134AE had not been repealed.

That is as clear as it can be. If a case has been heard by
the time these amendments come into effect on
1 January 2013, it will be treated as if it had been
brought in under the old act. Anybody whose case is
heard after 1 January 2013 will be governed by the new
laws. If you want to see the full benefit of this
amendment, which is to unclog the justice system and
certainly to unclog what is happening in the County
Court, the only way to do it is to look at new cases. If
we were to go back and look at cases that are currently
being heard or those that are sitting in the backlog, it
would just create a further backlog. New cases heard
after 1 January will be heard under the amendments we
are discussing today; anything that has been heard or
put before the court prior to that date will be heard
according to current law, and that is very plain.
I note that the member for Altona said she had some
hesitation about that, although she said that the
opposition would not be opposing the bill on those
grounds. I hope that now the clarification has been
given the opposition might support this bill rather than
simply not oppose it.
Clause 5 removes the reporting requirements of the
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal. This is a fairly logical
and very small amendment, but it is obviously pertinent
to how the JRT reports to the Attorney-General and
how often it does so. It is a minor amendment but
certainly an important one.
One of the other amendments being made is the
clarification of the rule-making power of the Supreme
Court, which relates to the Supreme Court Act 1986.
This will allow certain cases in certain circumstances to
be heard for determination by judicial registrars rather
than by associate judges. Again this is a way of
unclogging the system and making the court system
much fairer and much more affordable for more people.
We are also amending the pension portion, if you like,
of the remuneration part of the County Court Act 1958,
which is going to allow for changes, as I say, for
pension purposes. In relation to people who have gone
to the County Court as judges after being Chief
Magistrate, the amendment will allow for the time they
served as Chief Magistrate to be taken into
consideration when their years of service are calculated
for pension purposes. The positions of solicitor-general,
positions with the Director of Public Prosecutions and
positions of chief or senior Crown prosecutor all

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (MISCELLANEOUS) BILL 2012
Tuesday, 23 October 2012

ASSEMBLY

currently have that entitlement, if you like, rolled over
to the more senior position. It is not at this point in the
case of the Chief Magistrate and the County Court. It is
an anomaly. We are fixing it up, but it probably should
have been caught a little earlier. Certainly it is
something that needs to be done, and there have been
cases, of course, in the past where that anomaly has not
served us well, so this is certainly a step in the right
direction.
Another thing the bill does is to extend the time
available to undertake and bring into the Parliament a
review of the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act
2003. Currently a Council of Australian Governments
review is happening whereby each jurisdiction is
having a look at all the state laws that relate to
terrorism. That procedure was supposed to have
commenced quite some time ago, but it did not come
into effect until August, I think it was. For that review
to be handed down, reviewed by the states and reported
back on by the end of June next year would involve
quite a short time frame, so we are effectively getting
another six months for the state to be able to review the
review and table that in the Parliament. That has to be
done by 31 December next year. It certainly does not
have to be on 31 December — I cannot imagine we
would possibly be sitting then — so it can be brought
forward if the review is done earlier.
I believe what we are doing here is making some very
good amendments that are going to make many lives a
lot easier and that are going to make the judicial system
a lot fairer for many people and also faster, which in
itself makes the system fairer as well. The system will
cost less for people, obviously, if they are spending less
time in court, and that has to be a good thing for justice
in Victoria. The amendments are extremely logical,
needed and worthwhile, and I commend the
Attorney-General for the work he has done on this, in
identifying and correcting these anomalies. I wish this
bill a speedy passage through both houses.
Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) — It gives me
enormous pleasure to rise and make my contribution to
the Justice Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous)
Bill 2012, a bill which, as the house has heard, makes
minor amendments to five acts, which I will touch on
shortly. Given that the focus of much of the discussion
this evening has been on the Accident Compensation
Act 1985 and the changes this bill will make to it, it is
appropriate that we address those changes first and
follow on from some of the issues raised by both the
lead speaker, the member for Altona, and the previous
speaker, the member for Bayswater.
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With respect to the issue of retrospectivity that
members of the opposition have raised, in its current
form the bill states that where leave to make an
application under the relevant provisions of the act has
been made but a hearing has not commenced prior to
1 January 2013, the new provisions will apply. Our
concerns regarding retrospectivity are that those who
have made applications under the current provisions
may well be having their cases determined under a
different set of provisions; hence the retrospective
component.
We may not dispute that the act is clear in its terms, but
we are concerned — and we just put this on the record
and seek clarification — that there may be many people
who have made application under existing provisions,
expecting fulsome and detailed reasons to be given,
who may find themselves in this situation, because the
hearing has not yet commenced. We note these
provisions take effect quite quickly, within the next
couple of months. Those people may potentially be at a
disadvantage, and the retrospectivity which we know
the Parliament is always loath to impose upon
applicants and others may be the very outcome of this
bill.
I therefore absolutely endorse the comments of the
member for Altona. I do not think they were addressed
adequately by the previous speaker. Given people are
making applications under current provisions and not
then having their hearings determined within those
provisions, the issue of retrospectivity should be the
subject of a full and adequate explanation. I am sure
those on my side of the house will be in full agreement
with me on that.
An honourable member — Hear, hear!
Ms GARRETT — I note that fulsome endorsement
from many members of the chamber!
Given we are discussing the amending of the Accident
Compensation Act 1985, I note that we are closely
watching this government and what form it will choose
to take on the vital issue of compensation and adequate
protections for injured workers. We know in the
previous manifestation of a coalition government — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order!
The member may be straying from the bill. I ask her to
come back to the bill.
Ms GARRETT — With respect, Acting Speaker, I
am talking about the amendments to the Accident
Compensation Act. I will say that this amendment has a
potential impact on people’s rights by virtue of
retrospectivity; we are waiting for some clarification.
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We will also be watching closely on other issues to do
with injured workers, as I am sure members would
expect us to be. I would also note — and I will then
return immediately to the bill — our concerns regarding
the ripping out of close to $500 million out of
WorkCover — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order! I
ask the member to come back to debating the
amendments that are at hand.
Ms GARRETT — Moving on from the Accident
Compensation Act 1985 to the other acts upon which
this bill touches, including the minor amendments that
are made regarding the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal
Act 1995, I endorse the comments made by the lead
speaker and others that while this may have been an
unusual amendment given the context of these issues
being tied to the commonwealth judiciary, there is
much less on which to report and therefore these
amendments are appropriate in that circumstance.
The omnibus bill also makes some amendments to the
Supreme Court Act 1986, allowing for the referral of
matters to judicial registrars for hearing and
determination. On face value this is a reasonably
innocuous provision, and as such the opposition does
not oppose it. However, we would again note — and
this is firmly on the topic of the bill, Acting Speaker —
that judicial registrars should not by default be
substitutes for judicial officers, particularly on the range
of very important and complex matters which the
community relies on judicial officers to determine and
ensure that the many avenues of natural justice and
other important protections are adhered to. We again
sound a note of caution that we will be watching to
ensure that these amendments do not then lead to cuts
in funding for the court system, that they do not become
commonplace and that the proper processes of justice
are served. Again, I sound a note of caution.
The bill also makes an amendment to the County Court
Act 1958 regarding the recognition of judicial pensions.
It was a significant anomaly not to include the Chief
Magistrate in the list of officers in respect of the
calculation of judicial pension entitlements. We pay our
respects to Chief Magistrate Ian Gray on his recent
appointment to the role of state coroner and
congratulate him on that important appointment. This is
a very significant role in our community; one which he
will carry out with distinction. We do not oppose this
amendment. Finally the omnibus bill amends the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 to extend
the time available to undertake a review of the act
because of Council of Australian Governments
processes. We do not oppose these minor amendments.
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Clearly these are complex issues of national security
and those sorts of reviews should be given the utmost
support. We understand their significance.
In conclusion this is an omnibus bill making minor
amendments to five pieces of legislation, and while at
face value the amendments are minor and are
appropriate to be dealt with in an overarching bill —
we have no objection to that — there are a range of
significant issues raised in some of those pieces of
legislation and more broadly in the government’s
approach in those areas. We are flagging our concern
about some of those issues. We again note that we will
be taking a very keen interest on behalf of the Victorian
community to ensure that this government upholds its
obligations in the area of safety and its commitment to
injured workers, and also its responsibilities in the other
areas on which this bill touches, including community
safety. Having said that, I advise that the opposition
does not oppose this bill. I commend it to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr ANGUS (Forest
Hill).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

ROAD MANAGEMENT AMENDMENT
(PENINSULA LINK) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 10 October; motion of
Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads).
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — It is
an honour to make a small contribution to the debate on
this bill today. The opposition will not be opposing this
bill. This bill continues the legacy of major projects
initiated by the previous government. It deals with the
handover of the management of Peninsula Link
Freeway to the private sector entity Southern Way Pty
Ltd. This is a private-public partnership governed by a
project deed between the state of Victoria and Southern
Way, with the state government providing quarterly
payments for delivery under an availability model. As
part of the management handover, Southern Way will
be responsible for towing services on the Peninsula
Link Freeway, for clearing the road and for
maintenance for a period of 25 years.
The bill makes various amendments to the Accident
Towing Services Act 2007. The bill empowers the
Peninsula Freeway Link Corporation to exercise some
powers of a state road authority and appoints the
corporation for specified purposes as the coordinating
road authority under the Road Management Act 2004.
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This is a substantial project that will open up the
Mornington Peninsula and has provided 4000 jobs
during its construction. The project cost is some
$759 million and it will enable residents of the
Mornington Peninsula to bypass eight sets of traffic
lights and five roundabouts, provide a freeway standard
road to Rosebud and save up to 40 minutes in travel
time to Melbourne. It is a vital project for Victoria. It
will provide greater logistical capacity in the transport
of goods to the marketplace and serves to highlight the
level of infrastructure budgeted for by the previous
government for the Victorian community.
As with so many other projects, this government is the
ribbon cutter. The project is largely completed and will
open in 2013. It has already been funded. This
government will now complete the project by doing not
much more than cutting the ribbon. However, it is
important that the project be completed, along with
many others initiated by the previous government.
In the last budget about $4.6 billion worth of
infrastructure projects in the road portfolio were being
undertaken. However, 90 per cent of those were funded
and started under previous state and federal
governments. This government has to start making its
mark in the road space and fund infrastructure in a
much more substantial way. If members consider that
$4.6 billion funding allocation and compare it with the
most recent budget, they will find that the allocation for
new road funding was only about $120 million. The
problem with that is, as we all know, congestion in
Melbourne is increasing. It is getting more difficult for
people to get to work, and the cost estimate for the
Victorian public is about $2.6 billion. My concern is
that $120 million will go only a short way towards
dealing with the congestion we have in Melbourne.
This government needs to say how it is going to deal
with this congestion issue.
At this stage the government has proposed the idea of
the east-west link as a major project. We are still
terribly unclear how it will be delivered and funded. I
invite members to consider the congestion in the area
west of the city where each day 165 000 cars travel
over the West Gate Bridge, or the major problem of
156 000 cars travelling through the streets of Footscray
and surrounding suburbs in the inner west region of
Melbourne. The other week there was a major accident
on the West Gate Bridge that literally brought the city
to a standstill. Some time ago the government was
going to look at a second river crossing over the
Maribyrnong River as part of WestLink. The
government in its wisdom unfortunately decided that at
this stage it will not proceed with the second river
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crossing and it dismantled the infrastructure developing
that proposal in a design capacity.
My concern is that currently the government is looking
at a link from the east to the north — I will call it
cemetery link — but the greatest pressure on
congestion at the moment exists in the west, and we
need to get on with the job of building that second river
crossing from the west. Further, if members consider
the east and the congestion on Hoddle Street for drivers
coming off the Eastern Freeway, 65 per cent of drivers
travel to the city or the south of Melbourne for work.
They do not go to the west or the north. It is currently
very difficult to make the idea of the east-west link
work because there are not enough cars travelling
towards the west to make it financially viable.
What really needs to happen is a major treatment of
Punt Road — a bit like the major project we are talking
about which was just completed — to deal with the
congestion which occurs along Hoddle Street every
day. Approximately 90 000 cars travel along Hoddle
Street seven days a week, and that congestion is only
expected to get worse. In many ways the government
needs to refocus its attention on a couple of major
projects, which could include the second river crossing
that was in the process of being designed, but it also
could look at where major congestion is occurring
before the Eastern Freeway. It is not occurring on
Alexandra Parade but on Hoddle Street. Until that
congestion is dealt with we will still have substantial
congestion, and the east-west link will, firstly, not fix it,
and secondly and most importantly, will be very
difficult to make financially viable with the amount of
traffic that moves from the Eastern Freeway towards
the north and the west of the city.
If we compare the situation with that of Peninsula Link,
that probably could have been a tolled road and
possibly would have been financially viable, but my
concern at the moment is that the government has its
focus on the idea of an east to north link and maybe an
east to west link eventually, which might be 15 years
off. We still have terrible problems both in the east and
the west which need different treatments.
There are other issues that come to mind as we talk
about Peninsula Link. They include concerns I
currently have in relation to maintenance funding for
roads across the whole of the state of Victoria. I have
been up to many parts of the south-west and some parts
around the north-east of Victoria. There are substantial
problems and enormous potholes developing in those
areas. In the most recent budget of the Baillieu
government there was a 60 per cent cut to road
resurfacing in regional areas, which will affect many
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members of this house, including the Acting Speaker,
the member for Rodney. In urban Victoria there was
also a 50 per cent cut to road resurfacing. There seems
to be a reluctance from the government to invest in this
vital infrastructure, not only as it tries to deal with
substantial congestion but also with the day-to-day
issues of maintenance funding.
There have been substantial proposed cuts of 450 jobs
in VicRoads. There have also been cuts to staffing in
the road incident response units, which undertake the
clearing of incidents on major arterials and freeways in
Victoria. Those units have been halved and that
measure will add to the continuing congestion issue.
There is a lot to be said for investing in roads and
investing in major infrastructure, as we have seen with
Peninsula Link, but also investing with the intended
outcome of clearing congestion. As I previously said, I
do not think that at this stage the east–west link will
deliver the outcomes the government expects it will,
and I think the government will find it difficult to make
it work financially without some $5 billion — maybe
$6 billion or $7 billion — worth of government funding
to make the project viable for any private investor.
When we look to make people’s lives better and their
travel to work easier, we need to make sure that the
money we spend delivers beneficial outcomes to all. I
see Peninsula Link delivering that in terms of people
getting to work, in terms of logistics and also in terms
of industries like market gardening and the like that are
scattered all the way down the peninsula. At the
moment I do not think this government has really
focused on that. Sure, there is some degree of limitation
with regard to the revenue base — and that is less than
it was; there is no doubt about that — but there are
difficult decisions to make, and people’s capacity to get
to work, undertake work and run their businesses is
affected by the quality of our roads.
I have travelled to places like the south-west coast, to
Heywood and Woolsthorpe and places like that, and I
have looked at the quality of the roads there. It is of
concern to the industries in that area, in particular the
dairy industry in terms of its ability to get its milk in
and out of the farms, because at the moment some of
the roads around the south-west coast are in a state of
absolute disrepair. I know there was a recent
announcement about funding for that area, but my
concern is that maintenance will not fix the roads at this
stage. Many of these roads will have to be rebuilt
because of the state they are in. It might have
something to do with the weather; it might have
something to do with the wind farms. That said, the
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money still needs to be spent to ensure that we have
safe, viable roads for businesses to use.
If we look at the most recent figures in relation to road
safety, we see that we have had more fatalities this year
than last year, which is tragic. However, I think it is
incumbent upon any government in these situations to
look at ensuring that its funding is keeping up with road
safety, because at the moment in many parts of regional
Victoria and in some parts of urban Victoria that is not
the case. With that small, varied and wide contribution
on roads, and with the indulgence of the Acting
Speaker, I commend the bill to the house.
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — It is a great pleasure to
make a contribution to the debate on the Road
Management Amendment (Peninsula Link) Bill 2012.
As we have heard from the minister, the bill will
support the opening of the Peninsula Link project,
which is a 27-kilometre stretch of freeway that will
connect Carrum Downs with Mount Martha on the
Mornington Peninsula. The bill aims to make
amendments to the Road Management Act 2004 and
the Accident Towing Services Act 2007 in order to
effectively manage the Peninsula Link freeway.
The legislation that this bill encompasses is required to
support the contractual model between the state and
Southern Way Pty Ltd that has been entered into for
Peninsula Link. The bill provides that Southern Way be
appointed in place of VicRoads as the responsible road
authority under the Road Management Act 2004 to
allow and enable it to undertake operational functions
such as maintenance inspections, repair of the roads and
construction. It also allows for Southern Way to be
appointed in place of VicRoads as the coordinating
road authority for specific purposes, including that it
have the power to prevent works by third parties
without consent under or over the road, that it be
notified of the proposed installation of any non-road
infrastructure on the roads such as utilities, that it be
informed when permitted works have been completed
and that it be permitted to exercise some of the powers
of a state road authority, such as removing unregistered
vehicles or damaged vehicles to safer locations. The bill
also simplifies the accident towing regime compared
with that provided by EastLink.
Although Peninsula Link is just outside my electorate
of Carrum, all Victorians will benefit from Peninsula
Link through the reduction in travel time and easing of
congestion on our roads. It is certainly going to be well
received by not only the Carrum electorate but also the
wider Victorian community as it will make it easier for
people to get to work and travel to the tourist
destinations on the Mornington Peninsula that so many
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of us really enjoy and love visiting. We believe that
Peninsula Link will save close to 40 minutes travelling
time from the city to the Mornington Peninsula and
Mount Martha, which is a significant saving. It will also
add, as we have heard, to the state’s economy by
providing close to 4000 construction jobs, and that is
certainly something that is very welcome. Quite a few
people from within the Carrum electorate have been
involved in some way in the construction of the project.
Under the bill Southern Way Pty Ltd will be in charge
of the operations of Peninsula Link for a 25-year
period, which may include construction, maintenance,
road repairs and inspections. Southern Way will, as I
mentioned earlier, be permitted to get rid of abandoned
vehicles, and this will make the traffic flow much more
effective near construction sites or accidents. In
addition to the Peninsula Link freeway, Victorians will
also benefit from the Peninsula Link trail, which is to
be a 25-kilometre shared user path for walking and
cycling. The trail starts at Patterson Lakes in my
electorate. I had mentioned that Peninsula Link was
outside my electorate starting in Carrum Downs, but the
shared user path, which is a bike and pedestrian trail,
will be 25 kilometres long and will be a great asset to
our community, because cyclists and people out
walking will be able to walk from Patterson Lakes all
the way down to the Mount Eliza Regional Park, and
that is a beautiful park.
I joined the Parliamentary Secretary for Transport, a
member for Eastern Victoria Region in the Council,
Edward O’Donohue, on certain segments of the trail.
We were out on our bikes and it was bucketing down
with rain when we rode that section of the shared user
path, which meanders through some beautiful wetlands
that we have in the Carrum electorate. It has created a
great amount of community interest with the
earthmoving, the construction of all the bridges and the
hive of activity that the building has involved.
I would like to place on record my acknowledgement
that the Peninsula Link trail, in particular the shared
user path, has been a major issue for many people
living in my electorate, especially those in Patterson
Lakes. Construction of the shared user path at Patterson
Lakes, which is connected to Peninsula Link, ground to
a halt in the middle of last year when it was revealed
that residents within Legana and Illawong courts in
Patterson Lakes had not been adequately consulted
with. Through all the planning stages for the project
under the former government, residents in Patterson
Lakes had not been consulted adequately. They were
worried and are worried about issues such as privacy,
security and overshadowing by the big bridge that will
now connect Illawong and Legana courts in Patterson
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Lakes across Thompsons Road to the Peninsula Link
shared user path.
I received a letter from a constituent of mine who is
concerned about the path. She is concerned that some
of the path is going to be constructed in her backyard.
At first she was concerned that the value of her property
would drop, but she has come to realise that she has
been lied to about where the path is going to be, and she
is angry about how it will affect her safety and the
safety of her property. Planning for this path has been
long term. However, our community was not
adequately consulted by the previous Labor
government when Peninsula Link was in the planning
and consulting stage. Many of my constituents are not
happy with the location of the path. Under the previous
government tenders were sought, contracts were
awarded and then genuine consultation began. Initially
the shared user path was to be east of the Peninsula
Link freeway, and our community was very happy with
the placement of that. However, it was determined to
move it closer to Patterson Lakes and to the two courts
that I have mentioned without adequate consultation
with our local community.
After I was elected in 2010 it came to my attention that
adequate consultation of the community by the former
member for Carrum had not taken place, so I began
intense discussions and negotiations with the Linking
Melbourne Authority and Peninsula Link. I would like
to place on record my commendation of them on the
amount of time they have since spent with impacted
residents. I am pleased that we could agree that extra
fencing and landscaping would be provided, and we
have implemented this in the planning and design
stages of the project. As a local member I have been
pleased to have been involved in trying to make small
changes. Obviously contracts have been awarded —
there was not much wriggle room there — but as a
result of negotiations we have certainly tried to lessen
the impact on residents. It has been agreed, also as a
result of our negotiations, that the path will be closely
monitored in relation to vandalism and antisocial
behaviour, which quite a few in the community are
concerned about.
In closing I welcome Peninsula Link. I think it will be
fantastic for the wider Victorian communities, linking
them to the Mornington Peninsula and getting people
down there to enjoy all that the Mornington Peninsula
has to offer. Although initially there was not adequate
consultation in my community during the planning and
development stages of the project, I still commend the
Linking Melbourne Authority and Abigroup for
working through the issues with our community and for
doing what was possible within the contractual
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sconstraints to make the amenity better for residents
and for my constituents. I look forward to Peninsula
Link opening. I believe, as the signs say when you
drive past them, that it will be open in early 2013.
Mr Lim — Are you sure?
Mrs BAUER — I believe so. As I said, I am
looking forward to Peninsula Link opening, and I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to make a
short contribution on the Road Management
Amendment (Peninsula Link) Bill 2012. This is a
standard bill when it comes to public-private
partnership projects. It appoints a private company —
in this case, Southern Way — as the operator, manager
and owner responsible for maintaining Peninsula Link
for the next 25 years. Without this amendment the road
cannot be operated as it is a public-private partnership,
so the opposition is not opposing this bill.
The bill provides Southern Way with wider powers to
undertake complete road management functions.
Peninsula Link is another great Labor road project
initiated by the previous Labor government in and
around my electorate of Cranbourne. This is one of the
many road projects delivered by Labor when it was in
office. Today this Liberal-Nationals coalition is
attempting to take the credit and congratulate itself in
the same way it has done by cutting the ribbons of
many Labor projects that have been completed since
2010.
I wish to put on record some history in relation to this
fine project. Late in 2006, $6.5 million was allocated by
the Bracks government to kick-start the link, including
the initial stage involving the environment effects
statement (EES) and other planning matters. At that
stage a full consultation process was carried out, and as
the local member of Parliament I was kept in the loop.
However, to the amusement of voters in the Frankston
area the then Liberal opposition promised a mere
$250 million to build a 22-kilometre toll-free road if
elected in 2006.
As a result of Labor funding of $759 million the project
has seen the light of day. This would not have happened
if the Liberal-Nationals coalition had been elected in
2006, because it had allocated only $250 million to
build this road — a road that cost the Labor
government $759 million. I should mention that this is
on top of $500 million in funds that the previous Labor
government provided to Casey and Frankston council
areas. We would not be debating this bill had the
Liberal-Nationals coalition got into office in 2006.
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Peninsula Link has created 4000 jobs and provided
residents of the Mornington Peninsula with a fantastic
transport link to Melbourne. The link will bypass eight
traffic lights and five roundabouts, providing
freeway-standard roads to Rosebud and saving
motorists up to 40 minutes of travel time. It was not this
government that had the foresight for such a project;
this is definitely a Labor legacy.
Peninsula Link starts from Carrum Downs, which is in
my electorate of Cranbourne. In late October 2006 the
then Labor government announced that an environment
effects statement would be carried out. During March
2007 work on the EES commenced with a $5 million
contribution. On 16 October 2008 the then Labor
government announced the bypass would be built as a
public-private partnership and that there would be no
tolls for motorists.
In March 2009 the then Labor government issued an
invitation for expressions of interest to build the link.
Southern Way consortium, comprised of construction
companies Abigroup and Bilfinger Berger and financier
Royal Bank of Scotland, was awarded the contract to
design, build and operate the freeway on
20 January 2010.
Under the public-private partnership the consortium is
required to operate and maintain the freeway for
25 years. On 29 July 2009 the first sod was turned by
the then Labor Premier, John Brumby. During 2009
Labor also contributed funding towards the realignment
of the intersection of McMahons Road and Moorooduc
Highway in Frankston, investing in a $2.1 million
P-turn to assist with the alleviation of traffic congestion.
Peninsula Link establishes a strong contribution
towards jobs, tourism and subsequently economic
opportunities in and around my electorate of
Cranbourne. It is also a bonus for cyclists and walkers
with paths being constructed along the link. It is quite
amusing to see many government MPs in both houses
appearing in photo opportunities during the
construction of the link. Had they won the 2006
election they would have allocated only $250 million,
and there would not have been a Peninsula Link. As I
mentioned, the opposition will not oppose the bill.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — It is a
pleasure to speak on the Road Management
Amendment (Peninsula Link) Bill 2012. Obviously this
road project will have a major positive impact on my
electorate of Nepean. The road starts from EastLink,
towards the end at Seaford, and comes out at the
Mornington Peninsula Freeway at Mount Martha. It is
27 kilometres long, and as other members have said, it
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will bypass eight sets of traffic lights and five
roundabouts. Depending on the time of day that you
travel, the week and the season of the year, that trip can
take 40 minutes or even more. The 27 kilometres, at
100 kilometres an hour, will take about 17 minutes, so
it is going to save a lot of time. Although I have
travelled that distance at the speed limit in 17 minutes
without getting one red light, it is the safety and
amenity of the road that is important, and as I said, for
most parts of the year and of the day it is going to be a
lot quicker than the existing route.
It will make a huge difference to my electorate because
it is going to make the southern peninsula far more
accessible to many more people. Obviously it will be
great for locals — for example, for those of us who
commute to Melbourne or to Dandenong for work, for
visiting and for access to the airport. I will be able to
drive from Rosebud in my electorate to the airport
without encountering one traffic light, so it will really
strengthen the connection. We saw a massive boom in
visitation rates to the Mornington Peninsula after
EastLink was opened, even with the toll, which
incidentally was a broken promise. However, EastLink
has been a boon to the Mornington Peninsula, and
Peninsula Link will only add to that.
A bit of work has been done by the local shire council
regarding the possible implications of Peninsula Link
on road traffic and a range of other issues. We think
there will be a bit of a spike in terms of extra people
moving down to the area and extra traffic, but we really
think that on balance it will be only an initial spike.
Basically the road is going to improve amenity for the
people of Frankston and the area around the
Moorooduc Highway, with far reduced traffic volumes.
It will also make the Mornington Peninsula far more
accessible for business and for tourism.
Tourism is the largest business employer on the
Mornington Peninsula. In fact the Minister for Tourism
and Major Events visited the electorate last week and
talked to local tourism groups. Our accessibility to
Melbourne will increase, which is especially important
with new tourism groups, such as those from a number
of Asian countries like China. I think Japanese tourists
are already there to a certain extent and are no longer
taking group tours. They are venturing out on their own
and hiring cars, and they are prepared to travel to places
like the Yarra Valley, the Mornington Peninsula and the
Great Ocean Road. Peninsula Link will make it easier
and far more direct to get to the Mornington Peninsula.
It will add to the tourism flavour of the peninsula and
add to the breadth and number of people visiting the
peninsula for tourism.
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About three weeks ago the Parliamentary Secretary for
Transport, Mr O’Donohue, a member for Eastern
Victoria Region in the other place, and I were taken on
a tour of Peninsula Link. We drove the full distance.
First, we celebrated the completion of the last overpass,
which is the main and biggest overpass, where the road
joins EastLink and the Mornington Peninsula Freeway.
It will become almost like a three-way freeway
interchange. They were pouring the deck on the last
overpass of, I think, the 20 or 30 overpasses throughout
the entire link. We then drove the full length of the
road, which was interesting. Some parts have a fair way
to go, and they are still putting in the foundation rock,
but in other parts the road has been already asphalted
and the lights, the gantries and the steel ropes to divide
the two sides of the freeway are all going in. Depending
on where you are, the link is at different stages of
completion.
The weather has been shocking over the last two years,
which certainly has put the project well behind
schedule, but to the contractor’s credit it has now
caught up and people are working very hard. Being
back on schedule, the project is due to be opened early
next year. Obviously a lot of people would like it open
for Christmas, but a lot of time has been missed due to
wet weather. Some of the territory which the freeway
flows through is very sandy and other areas are very
swampy. Those areas required a lot of work and were
badly affected by the weather of the last two years.
As other members have explained, the bill is really a
mechanical one — excuse the pun — which will enable
the ongoing operation of the project by the contractor.
This is really the final step in paving the way for what
is a great project.
The member for Cranbourne mentioned some of the
history of the project, and I would like to correct the
record. In the mid-2000s — in 2005 or 2006, when
EastLink was under construction — there was a
proposal from the EastLink contractor, which was very
keen to continue that road down to the Mornington
Peninsula, covering the same route where Peninsula
Link has been constructed. There would have been
massive cost savings because the contractor was
already on the job, the equipment was down there and it
was going to be a fairly easy job to continue with the
construction. The land had been reserved and in the
Melway since about 1968, which was almost the first
edition of the Melway, so the land was available and the
contractor was ready to go.
We went to the 2006 election promising $250 million
towards the cost of the construction, and the then
federal government was prepared to kick in
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$150 million. That $400 million in total was more than
adequate to complete that road. We have heard all sorts
of estimates of the cost of the road, but the latest one is
$760 million. It would have been great to have
completed it five years ago at a cost of $400 million,
but it did not work out that way. It is always good to
know the history of these projects.
I wish the bill a speedy passage, and I know the people
of Nepean are really looking forward to the completion
of this project.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — It is a
pleasure to speak on this bill, having had some
involvement with the issue when in cabinet. It is a
machinery bill which moves Peninsula Link from being
a road construction project to being a fully operational
road, with all the logistics that involves. In many
regards it is also a bill that allows us to celebrate the
importance of the project. I am sure government
members have been very pleased they had a Labor
project where they could go and open bridges and do
the ribbon cutting. Despite what the Minister for
Education, the member for Nepean, said about its
history, Peninsula Link might have been in the Melway
for a long period of time but the reality is that Labor
filled most of the gaps in the Melway, whether it be the
Dingley bypass, or other projects, and of course that
includes EastLink. The reality is this project would not
have happened if the previous government had not
committed to EastLink; it is a natural extension of
EastLink.
What a quality project this is! From Hoddle Street you
can drive all the way to Frankston on one road without
any traffic lights. That puts the eastern and
south-eastern suburbs in a very competitive position.
The future of a well-planned city and society is based
on accessibility, and that is why these road, public
transport and rail projects are so important. Anything
that improves accessibility, reduces congestion and
reduces the chance of accidents leads to improved
productivity for the state. We hear from members on
the other side that Labor has no productivity agenda,
but all this infrastructure building is about the
productivity agenda. If you have a better road, it
improves productivity and allows goods to flow freely.
It allows people to get to and from work more quickly
and, as the member for Nepean said, it allows for a
more efficient tourism industry because suddenly it is
40 minutes quicker to get to certain places than it would
have been without the project.
We all know what it is like when we drive down to the
Mornington Peninsula in peak times and have to cross
eight traffic lights and five roundabouts. They will be
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removed as part of this project. We know that slows
down productivity. As a former minister for tourism —
and that is why I supported this project — I know the
natural advantage the Mornington Peninsula has in
tourism with its assets and its accessibility to
Melbourne. In the past people were slowed down by
the traffic on the road, particularly in summer. They
always remember the day they went down to the
peninsula when it was basically chock-a-block from
Frankston all the way to Sorrento. That does not make
for a great experience.
Peninsula Link will take a huge amount of traffic off
the roads in the Cranbourne, Frankston and Mornington
electorates and also off the Nepean Highway in the
Nepean electorate. It is very important for the whole
area. It will take traffic off the Nepean and Westernport
highways, allowing the traffic that needs to be there to
service the communities and visitors in that area.
Of course Peninsula Link is an expensive project, and it
is a shame that there have been delays. The government
now responsible for this project refers to the weather,
but when the Labor government had weather problems
with its projects, it was referred to by the then
opposition as mismanagement and a cost blow-out. I
will not accuse the government of that because we all
want to see the project finished. It would have been
great to have it ready this summer. Nonetheless it is
happening, it is going to come online and everyone will
get to experience and enjoy it.
This project is important to my electorate of
Dandenong, which is the biggest retail and commercial
area outside of Melbourne’s CBD and the biggest
industrial area in Melbourne. A lot of people work in
Dandenong but live down on the peninsula, and I know
that when I have meetings with businesspeople they say
they are looking forward to the project being finished; it
will allow them to get to their places of employment
more quickly. They also know that the whole area south
of Dandenong will be so much more accessible to
industries that need to move their goods around, and it
will allow them to run a more efficient business. We
have a lot of food industries in that area, and moving
goods more quickly and more safely is very important
for those industries.
The project supports industry and jobs in Dandenong,
and that is one of the reasons why as a government we
supported it — that is, because of the freight benefits to
industry in Dandenong, as well as the broader benefits
to the economy through tourism and the flow-on
benefits to the community.
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It is great to have the shared walking and cycling trail.
You can ride from the north of EastLink in Ringwood
all the way down to the end of Peninsula Link.
EastLink has an annual fundraiser when it is closed for
a charity cycling event. Maybe something could be
done further south as well to highlight the opportunities
of the Mornington Peninsula as a cycling destination.
Cycling goes on down there, mainly along the Nepean
Highway, and what a great thing it would be to be able
to do that. When other freeways, such as the Eastern
Freeway, were built, the cycling paths were added later
on. The Monash Freeway does not have a full cycling
system, although bits and pieces have been added. New
roads like EastLink and Peninsula Link allow us to
build in the infrastructure at the design stage, which is
much more cost-effective. It certainly provides greater
benefits for the local community.
The member for Carrum highlighted earlier that
neighbours have concerns when there are pathways
behind their houses. However, we know that cycle
paths behind properties have worked quite well in other
locations so long as they are managed and planned for
properly. It is better doing it this way. Government
agencies do not necessarily always get it right and,
despite all the representations made on behalf of
residents who have been concerned along parts of the
long road project, there will probably be fine-tuning
later on for a joint shared pathway that meets the needs
of landowners who, when it opens, I think will be some
of its biggest champions.
I know people who live behind a bike path think it is so
good when their kids can get out and ride on a safe bike
path where they are not crossing roads or traffic lights.
It is a really good environment when families are able
to get out cycling for health or other reasons.
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on the peninsula. I know some of our best wineries,
Deputy Speaker, are down on the peninsula. There are
also great natural attractions, including the coastline.
This area has much tourism potential that is untapped.
Tourists bring mega millions of dollars into areas. They
bring in services that locals enjoy when the tourists are
not there. When you look at all the cafes, restaurants
and wineries et cetera and all those other broader
facilities that tourists use, you realise that when the
tourists are not there the locals use all those things, and
they gain a great benefit simply because this travelling
economy comes right to them. That is part of the
reasoning behind this project.
I look forward to it all happening, as do all members,
and to the reduction in traffic it will bring. However,
having been involved with this project in the early
stages, I think those of us who made the decision had a
hard task — it is hard to choose where to invest
resources. At the time the government of the day felt
this was one of the highest priority infrastructure
projects for Victoria, which is why we put the money
into it.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Rail: Sunbury services

I am pleased that this bill is in the house. I am pleased
that the project is proceeding, albeit it is delayed. I am
looking forward to using the link to visit my brother’s
holiday house at McCrae down on the peninsula and
avoiding traffic jams. However, I have become very
good at working out the back roads. The locals I know
have advised me what back roads to use to be able to
get quickly down to the peninsula and avoid the traffic.
However, I am sure that the people on the back roads
would love to see that traffic reduced in time.

Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport. The action I seek is for
the minister to ensure that Sunbury commuters continue
to have access to V/Line services following the
electrification of the rail line to Sunbury. Members will
be aware that under the previous government
$270 million was committed to electrifying the
metropolitan line and extending it through to Sunbury.
This project included a much bigger park-and-ride
facility at Diggers Rest, the handing back of 100 car
parking spaces for rail travellers at Sunbury, as well as
the upgrading of the Sunbury station, to make it a
premium station with staffing from first to last train and
the upgrading of the station facilities, including the
installation of closed-circuit television.

Of course the region’s population continues to grow; it
is still a very rapidly growing area encompassing the
Cardinia, Casey, Frankston and Mornington Peninsula
municipalities. The population is still growing in those
areas, and this road will become even more important
to the people of Melbourne and to visitors to the region.
I really look forward to seeing stronger tourism growth

While a member for Northern Victoria Region in the
other place described the project as a $270 million
waste of money, we know the purpose in electrifying
the line to Sunbury was to increase dramatically the
capacity of the Sydenham and Bendigo lines. It will
deliver almost 200 additional metropolitan services to
Sunbury each week. While this project will increase
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services, increase the carrying capacity of those
services and increase safety at the station, many people
in Sunbury, particularly older commuters who travel
mostly off peak, wanted continued access to the V/Line
services.
As part of the Brumby government’s support for this
project and its commitment to the people of Sunbury, a
dual service was promised, giving Sunbury commuters
the best of both worlds. The V/Line timetable has just
been released. It indicates that Bendigo passengers can
be dropped off at Sunbury but that Sunbury passengers
cannot be picked up. It appears mixed messages are
being sent to the people of Sunbury, with the timetable
suggesting there will not be a joint service but with a
spokesperson saying that commuters will still be able to
access V/Line trains.
The action that I am seeking is for the Minister for
Public Transport to clarify this situation and take all
necessary action to ensure that a dual service is
provided for the people of Sunbury so that they can
indeed have the best of both worlds. While the
metropolitan involvement will provide many additional
services to the people of Sunbury, of course the V/Line
service is one they have had for many years. As
members would know, the V/Line trains are larger;
they cannot carry as many people, but they are quite
comfortable and have a conductor, which is why many
people in Sunbury want to continue to have access to
them. I understand a dual service is provided to Sandy
Point, and there is no reason for it not to be extended to
Sunbury. We know it is possible, and I call on the
minister to ensure that that occurs for the people of
Sunbury.

Planning: Mount Waverley electorate
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — The matter I
wish to raise tonight is for the Minister for Planning.
The action I seek is for the minister to outline how the
government’s new planning reforms will provide
residents of the Waverley area with a greater ability to
obtain appropriate planning outcomes for the local
community. Planning is a very important issue in my
electorate because it determines the nature and
character of building and development, and it needs to
cater for residences, businesses and commercial
developments — in short, it needs to cater for many
stakeholders. To have a planning system which
acknowledges the need for diversity in housing,
whether it be because of people having different
housing needs at different stages of their lives or to
ensure that our local business community can continue
to grow with proper commercial and other business
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development, our planning system must recognise those
needs, and that is not always an easy thing to do.
I note that over the last decade or so certainly that need
to strike the right balance has certainly not been met in
my electorate. Residents have felt they have not had an
opportunity to have a say on their planning system. In
short, they have felt the planning system did not
recognise their voices or provide for appropriate
development. I will mention just two examples of
inappropriate development that many residents in my
electorate and surrounding areas have raised with me:
the 53-apartment development on Huntingdale Road
which went through under the previous planning
system and a 29-unit development, also on Huntingdale
Road. Those two projects are examples about which
residents said to me as their local member that they did
not feel they had a voice in the planning system.
I note there are three new zones in this planning reform
package: the neighbourhood residential zone, the
general residential zone and the residential growth
zone. The Minister for Planning has indicated that these
three different zones should provide for greater
diversity in the planning system. In particular I am
informed that the new neighbourhood residential zone
should ensure that councils have an opportunity to do
things like protect appropriate streetscapes and
appropriate character to ensure that development is not
inappropriate in different areas. At the same time the
general residential zone will also provide councils with
an opportunity to allow some higher level development,
as well as development under the residential growth
zone. What I really seek is for the minister to indicate
how these zones under this planning system will deliver
better planning outcomes for the Waverley and Monash
areas to get appropriate development and preserve
neighbourhood character.

V/Line: rolling stock
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — The matter that
I raise is for the Minister for Public Transport, and it
concerns the ongoing delays we have seen in the
purchasing and ordering of new V/Line carriages,
thanks to his continued delaying and dithering on this
issue. The action I seek is for the minister to get on with
his job and order these carriages as a matter of priority.
We know there was an unspecified amount for an
unspecified number of carriages in the May budget, but
of course that was six months ago and no firm
commitment has been given on the number of carriages
that will be ordered. Instead we have seen that the
former CEO of V/Line called on the government to
order a minimum of 40 new carriages. The minister has
come into this place and said the maximum he will
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come at is about 32 carriages, which is well short of the
40 that Rob Barnett called for, and then through the
media he said he will be ordering just 30 new carriages,
which is 10 less than we need.
In V/Line’s annual report we see that over $10 million
was spent on buses to replace V/Line services, and that
is up by more than $4 million from the previous year.
There have also been significant disruptions,
particularly on the Geelong line. There has been a
timetable fiddle on the Geelong line services which has
done nothing to improve the punctuality targets of that
service.
The latest timetable changes right across the V/Line
network show that there will be extended travelling
times for services. That will particularly disrupt some
commuters trying to get into the city every day.
Commuters in regional Victoria are not only baffled by
what has been happening with respect to the ordering of
new V/Line carriages but they are also getting angry
with this minister for continuing to punish them and
their services in regional Victoria. At the same time
V/Line fares are going up, and there will be another
increase in V/Line fares next year. While there are no
new services and no new V/Line carriages being
ordered, V/Line fares are on the increase and, as I said,
will be increased again next year. It is little wonder that
passengers are getting increasingly angry about the
minister’s refusal to get on with the job, put in an order
and get the V/Line carriages built, as he committed to
in the May budget. Unfortunately commuters will have
more time, in terms of the services they catch every
day, to consider why the minister is sitting on his hands
and refusing to get on with the job of ordering those
V/Line carriages. Nonetheless I call on him, as I have
done previously, to do so.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
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complemented by many fine wineries in the Strathbogie
Ranges and the upper Goulburn region, and at
Nagambie there is Chateau Tahbilk and Mitchelton.
There are the Warby Ranges, King Valley, Ovens
Valley and Kiewa Valley wineries.
In north-eastern Victoria the absolutely magnificent
natural setting is a great location for festivals, and there
are many in both spring and autumn. In Bright there is
the Bright Autumn Festival, which is really well
known, but there is also the Adventure Travel Film
Festival, which was first held this year and which
attracted over 500 people. It is a celebration of amateur
filmmaking and adventure activities, and it will be held
again in February 2013. North-eastern Victoria is also a
great location for more adventurous activities.
In addition to skiing in the winter, Mount Buller is
striving to become an all-year-round tourist resort, with
both summer and autumn activities, including events
such as the Bike Buller Mountain Bike Festival. The
festival was first held in 2009 with about
250 competitors. In 2012 the number of competitors
rose to over 600, with more than 2000 visitors. That
event will be held again in March 2013. Also at Mount
Buller there is the Scody High Country Cycle
Challenge, which was first held in 2009. In 2012 over
700 attended. The event provides for six ride options,
from 60 kilometres through to 180 kilometres over a
two-day period. That event is on again in March 2013.
The coalition government and the Minister for Tourism
and Major Events have been extremely supportive of
regional tourism, and my electorate has been the
beneficiary of a number of grants in times gone by. I
ask the minister to continue to support tourism in
north-eastern Victoria and in particular in the electorate
of Benalla. I look forward to a favourable response
from the minister.

Lalor Gardens Primary School: funding
Tourism: north-eastern Victoria
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — My issue is for the
attention of the Minister for Tourism and Major Events,
and my request is that she commit to the ongoing
support of tourism in north-eastern Victoria, an
absolutely fantastic location for tourism. There is
magnificent scenery all along the Great Dividing
Range. We also have some beautiful river valleys, and
there is open country where there is grazing, cropping
and horse studs. We also have four of the state’s alpine
resorts and many national parks, including Mount
Buffalo National Park. There are the waterways of
Lake Eildon, Lake Nagambie, Lake Buffalo and Lake
William Hovell. The beautiful scenery is

Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I again raise
an urgent matter for the Minister for Education
regarding the appalling plight of Lalor Gardens Primary
School. The action I seek from the minister is that he
listen to the school community and his own
backbenchers in the other place and provide the funds
necessary to finish off the school. The parents, children,
teachers and staff had high hopes for their school. They
believed their children would have state-of-the-art
buildings with modern facilities for modern learning
and a successful future. An opportunity was offered that
demonstrated government confidence in them and their
children’s ability to grasp educational opportunity with
two hands and have higher aspirations to succeed.

ADJOURNMENT
4628

ASSEMBLY

However, since the election in 2010 those dreams have
been dashed. I have raised the funding problems of the
school many times in Parliament, but the pleas from the
school have fallen on deaf ears. I will keep on trying in
the hope that the minister will find a heart.
Lalor Gardens Primary School has been denied the
funds needed to finish this great school because of
massive budget cuts to state education in Victoria. In
June I urged the minister to provide funding for outside
restoration to convert a building site into a playground.
The outside area was perilously uneven, scattered with
heaped mud, dirt, rocks and broken concrete and
without drainage, so water was pooling up to
three-quarters of a metre deep. I raised concern that the
children’s education would suffer if funding was not
provided to do these urgent remedial works. Again I am
urging the minister to take notice of this school because
the education of its children is now about to suffer.
Educational programs are about to be impacted because
funds must be diverted to make the playgrounds safe.
As a direct result of the minister not providing one-off
funds to finish the school, disastrous decisions have to
be made. Class sizes will increase by up to four or five
students, providing less support and attention to all
students. Numeracy and literacy programs for children
who need help will stop next year. At least two teacher
positions and support staff will have to go, not because
of fewer enrolments or an unsuccessful school but
because their wages will be spent on crushed rock and
drains. Extra support for children who are not proficient
in English will be cut and parents will have to do their
best by introducing an increase to the voluntary
contribution levy, although that has proven not to be a
reliable income source. Again I appeal to the Minister
for Education to fix this problem and let Lalor Gardens
concentrate on what it does best: teaching our children
and future generations.

Eastern Districts Polish Association: car park
upgrade
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I raise an
issue for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship. The action I seek is that the minister
seriously consider a funding application by the Eastern
Districts Polish Association and provide the necessary
funding to assist in the upgrade of its car park facilities.
Syrena house, located on Stud Road in Rowville, is
home to the Eastern Districts Polish Association. This
facility serves as a significant cultural facility for the
Polish community from not only the eastern suburbs of
Melbourne but across broader Melbourne. The club is
ably led by its president, Zygmunt Bielinksi, and its
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senior citizen’s club president, Eugene Kosenko. Like
many community-based organisations, the association
relies on its volunteers, and there are many volunteers
who help in its operation. The club has many senior
members. Polish migrants first arrived here in
significant numbers after the Second World War. The
1980s saw the next wave of migrants arrive in their
efforts to escape persecution at the hands of the
totalitarian communist regime.
The members of the Eastern Districts Polish
Association have worked hard for many years to
establish this significant facility. It serves as not only
the home of the senior citizens community but also as a
Polish language school, which operates on Saturdays.
Furthermore, the facility also serves a Polish scouts
troop. Many Polish community events are held at
Syrena, including the traditional Easter and Christmas
celebrations. Further, the facility serves as the venue for
the annual Polish festival in March and the Polish fair
in December. These events attract approximately
3000 visitors per year. The venue is regularly utilised
by a range of organisations, given its size and locality
on Stud Road in Rowville. The external rear car park is
heavily utilised by the association for many of these
activities. Currently this car park is substandard and in
need of upgrade. The organisation has limited
car-parking space, with attendees often having to park
along busy Stud Road. An upgrade of this car-parking
facility would be an important improvement.
I understand that the association has applied to the
minister for funding to help increase the car park
capacity at Syrena house. I know the minister has
visited Syrena house on many occasions and
understands the importance of this facility. This
government has made a clear commitment to provide
ongoing support to a range of community organisations.
Last year it provided $100 000 to the Polish community
for its fair, and this year I was pleased to advise the
community that it has received $55 000 for this year’s
festival. I call on the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
to take action by seriously considering a funding
application by the Eastern Districts Polish Association
and providing the necessary funding to assist with the
upgrading — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Acacia College: future
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Education, and the action I seek is for him
to do all in his power to assist the 720 Acacia College
students enrolled next year in prep to year 10 and also
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their families and school staff following the shock
closure the school announced last week.
As a local resident and opposition member there are
many political points that I could make about who
should have done what and when, but I am pleading
with the minister in the spirit of bipartisanship not to
rule anything in or out. Our families deserve nothing
less. We need to work together. I am not for a minute
saying that the government should hand over dollars to
private providers to prop up a school, but it is a fact that
displaced families from Acacia College will have no
alternative, as government primary schools are full to
bursting and there is no government secondary college
in postcode 3754. Two things are needed: options for
the 720 kids from prep to year 10 in 2013 and options
for families in postcode 3754 who need a secondary
college. With imagination I think we can achieve both.
No-one would ever countenance the view that towns in
regional Victoria like Swan Hill, Horsham, Colac, Sale,
Wangaratta or Bacchus Marsh should operate without a
government secondary college. All these towns are
smaller than Mernda-Doreen. In particular
Mernda-Doreen and Wangaratta have exactly the same
population and the same average number of kids per
family, although the median age in Wangaratta is 41
while the median age in Mernda-Doreen is 29, so you
do not need to be an expert to work out that there will
be many more kids coming. Bacchus Marsh also has
exactly the same population as Mernda-Doreen, with
the average age being 38 in Bacchus Marsh compared
with 29 in Mernda-Doreen. Bacchus Marsh currently
has the same number of government primary schools as
Mernda-Doreen, as well as a Catholic school. It has
1400 kids in government schools, as does
Mernda-Doreen, although Mernda-Doreen’s
government schools are set to burst, with 1800 kids
expected next year. It still does not have the
government secondary college it needs.
I commend the developer of Renaissance Rise, RCL
Group. Its CEO, David Wightman, told me he had
tossed and turned in bed worrying about these families
and wondering what he could do as a local developer to
make a difference. He has made the generous offer to
buy back the land previously sold to the state
government in 2009 for the purpose of building a
prep-to-12 government school just around the corner
from Acacia College, on the corner of Trevi Drive and
Breadalbane Avenue in Mernda. It is a viable option; it
is not the only one. I thank the minister for agreeing to
meet with the parents of Acacia College students next
week, but I urge him to act — —
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Bayswater North: parkland development
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I rise to call on the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change, who I
am pleased to see is at the table, to visit the Bayswater
North retarding basin in my electorate and provide an
update on the project to beautify this area of land.
As the minister will remember, I made an election
commitment to fund a $200 000 redevelopment of this
site to turn it into family-friendly parkland. It would
undergo a revamp to include walking paths, picnic
areas and recreational pursuits. This would provide
local residents with a spacious and clean area of
parkland next to the Canterbury Gardens shopping
centre and in close proximity to a local housing estate.
This commitment was received with great enthusiasm
by the local community, including the Bayswater North
community renewal team, which assisted with the
community consultation process.
I wrote to all residents in the area and held a
consultation meeting on site to gather ideas and
suggestions for the design of the park. I have since
worked with representatives from Maroondah City
Council on designs and costings for this project, and I
am pleased to say that the project is ready for funding.
Preliminary designs include walking paths and seating
as well as works to the existing water frontage, which
will significantly improve the accessibility of the basin.
It will also provide access from surrounding entry
points and open the parkland up to encourage use by
local families. This plan was received with great
positivity by local residents, especially those in
proximity to the park, who do not currently have easy
access to these sorts of facilities.
This project will continue the coalition government’s
commitment to environmentally conscious
improvements, as it will transform this area of
Melbourne Water-held land into a clean, accessible area
of parkland. As I said, the parkland will be in proximity
to local shops and will be a safe and open area for use
by local residents. I commend the Baillieu coalition
government on its commitment to projects such as
these, which take existing government assets and turn
them into environmentally friendly assets for the local
community to benefit from and enjoy.
I have had fantastic feedback from residents in my
electorate, who are excited at the prospect of the
additional recreational space. I will be delivering on this
election commitment, as I am delivering on all my
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election commitments. I look forward to the delivery of
this project for the residents of Bayswater North, and I
again call on the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change to visit the site and give me an update on the
project.

Swinburne University of Technology: Prahran
campus
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills. I am forced to seek the assistance of the minister,
as sadly the member for Prahran has gone oddly silent
on a subject that is close to the hearts of the people of
not only Prahran but also the wider Victorian
community. The matter arises as a result of the ABC
last month leaking details of the secret plans to savage
Victoria’s TAFE system. What I seek from the minister
is that he give a commitment that the Swinburne
University of Technology sites in Prahran currently
housing Swinburne’s higher education and TAFE
services, together with associated entities such as the
National Institute of Circus Arts (NICA), will not be
privatised, sold off or lost as community-owned assets
once Swinburne completes its forced retreat from
Prahran — a retreat which has only come about as a
result of this government’s savage $290 million TAFE
cuts.
I seek this commitment because the secret documents
made clear that Swinburne has been forced into this
position. TAFE and higher education services at
Prahran are due to close by the end of 2014, and
Swinburne is consolidating these reduced TAFE
courses from across five campuses to two. It also seeks
to recoup $50 million from the sale of the sites to assist
with its changes to its Hawthorn and other campuses as
it seeks to accommodate these cuts. It has reduced a
range of courses, including those in higher education,
arts and technical support, as well as TAFE trades and
the hospitality and automotive areas. It has upped fees
by up to 26 per cent. It has sacked 220 staff, and it has
made clear that the wonderfully successful NICA will
be spun off as a separate entity more quickly than it
otherwise would have planned. This will happen during
the course of 2013.
Besides all this being a great shock to the students and
families in the area, what we have really learnt is that in
this particular area the member for Prahran has sadly
ignored the plight of this community since these
documents fell off the back of a truck. Since the refusal
of the Premier to back the member’s claims around the
sites being a public asset, we have not heard much from
the honourable member. He has learnt a valuable
lesson: just because a minister does not specifically
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deny something does not mean it is not happening.
Perhaps he is appreciating that his previous roles of
being the lion of Chapel Street and the lamb in Spring
Street have come to an end as he learns that you cannot
say one thing to your local community and vote for and
support something else in this place. Since those
documents fell off the back of a truck, to use a
Pythonesque phrase, this member would not voom on
the back of a good 50 000 volts through him.
hat we have heard from reliable sources is that the
disillusioned TAFE sector is facing serious danger in
this area.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Hamerkaz Shelanu and Central Shule Chabad
Community Centre: funding
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — The matter I
wish to raise is for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship, and the action I seek is for him to
provide funding under the Cultural Precincts and
Community Infrastructure Fund in my electorate of
Caulfield. The minister would be aware of a number of
multicultural and multifaith activities that take place in
the Caulfield electorate and, in particular, the work of
my growing and active Jewish community. It was a
pleasure to accompany the minister to Israel to share
with him the traditions of great Israeli food, culture and
history and to reaffirm the friendship between Israel
and Victoria.
Two growing community organisations in my
electorate that are building new facilities to cope with
the growing demand of membership are Hamerkaz
Shelanu and the Central Shule Chabad Community
Centre. These groups are particularly servicing
members who have chosen to emigrate to Victoria, with
Hamerkaz primarily servicing the Israeli community
and Central Shule Chabad servicing the growing South
African community. I am proud to have a close
relationship with both organisations and have attended
many of their services, festivals and events. I
particularly want to put on record my friendship with
Rabbi Motty and Dina Liberow from Hamerkaz and
Rabbi Riesenberg and president Ian Harris from Central
Shule Chabad.
With the development of their new centres members of
both organisations are seeking to feed not only their
souls but also their hearts in addition to creating new
kitchens to service their members and visitors. Food is a
great way of breaking down barriers, and there is
nothing better than breaking bread with people from
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different cultures and communities. As the minister
would be aware, both organisations have applied to the
Victorian Multicultural Commission community
support fund so they can fund the development of
kitchen and dining facilities, and I was happy to support
their applications.
I also understand that both Hamerkaz and Central Shule
Chabad have undergone extensive appeals to fund their
new buildings and that they are now in desperate need
of additional funding to provide these facilities. I have
also seen a great example of the work they do in
demonstrating their multicultural activities, with
Hamerkaz taking part in a Sukkot celebration in which
the minister was also involved, reaching out to the
Greek, Italian, Russian and other senior citizens groups
in Caulfield.
I therefore ask the minister to provide an update on the
funding for these facilities. Once they are complete I
look forward to inviting the minister to sample the great
kosher food and to show him firsthand the great work
Hamerkaz and Central Shule Chabad do for their
diverse communities.

Responses
Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — The member for Benalla has spoken about
three small local events that will take place in February
and March 2013 in his electorate, those being the
Adventure Travel Film Festival at Bright, the Bike
Buller Mountain Bike Festival at Mount Buller and the
Scody High Country Cycle Challenge at Mansfield and
Mount Buller. The member for Benalla is always a
persuasive advocate for his electorate. He is always a
very forceful advocate — —
Mr R. Smith — I think ‘loud’ is the word you are
looking for!
Ms ASHER — He is also loud, but he is forceful,
and he gets results. Some loud people do not get results;
the member for Benalla does. The member has been a
strong advocate for the economic value of tourism in
his regional area, and I am pleased to announce that the
coalition government will provide $7750 to these
events as part of the October 2012 Country Victoria
Events program. That consists of $1000 to the
Adventure Travel Film Festival, $3000 to the Bike
Buller Mountain Bike Festival and $3750 to the Scody
High Country Cycle Challenge.
The raising of these issues by the member for Benalla
gives me an opportunity to advise the house that this
particular funding program is offered twice a year. The
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idea behind the program is to support small but very
important local events which have a tourism impact and
which make a contribution to economic development
through local tourism. I am delighted to advise the
house that a total of $75 000 has been provided in this
round to fund 22 small-scale events across Victoria. I
can advise members that the next round closes on
1 April 2013.
In addition to the funding for the member for Benalla,
the member for Benambra, with very strong advocacy,
has received $2000 for Chryslers on the Murray. A
couple of weeks ago I was in the electorate of the
member for Nepean, who is also the Minister for
Education, and I announced that he had secured
funding for the Colour the Sky kite festival at Rosebud.
The Deputy Premier has achieved funding for the Prom
Coast Seachange Festival, and the member for Lowan,
who is also the Minister for Sport and Recreation, has
been very successful in receiving funding for the Art
Is … Festival, the Horsham Country Music Festival, the
Lake Bolac Eel Festival and the Southern Grampians
Promenade of Sacred Music. The member for Morwell,
my parliamentary secretary, has received funding for an
acoustic music festival in his electorate. He has also
advocated very forcefully.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Ms ASHER — As we can hear, the member for
Polwarth is always loud and forceful. He has achieved
funding for the Apollo Bay Seafood Festival and also
for History Comes Alive: the Age of Gunpowder.
The member for South-West Coast, who is always
advocating stridently for his community, has received
funding for the Heywood Wood, Wine and Roses
Festival and the Tour of the South West. Members for
Western Victoria Region in the other place, David
Koch, Simon Ramsay and David O’Brien, have also
received funding for the Organs of the Ballarat
Goldfields music festival, the Best O’ Lake, Lake
Goldsmith 100th Steam Rally, the Bacchus Marsh
Harvest Festival, the Great Trentham Spudfest, the
Feast of March 2013 and the Hepburn Springs Swiss
and Italian Festa.
I advise members that the next round of funding will
close on 1 April 2013. I congratulate the member for
Benalla on achieving funding. I congratulate all the
other members who have achieved funding for their
electorates, and I urge members to make sure that their
applications are in on time in 2013.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship) — The member for Caulfield and the
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member for Ferntree Gully raised matters in relation to
the Cultural Precincts and Community Infrastructure
Fund. This is a $12 million fund which is to run from
2010 to 2014. As of today, more than $6 million in
funding has been provided. The fund consists of two
components: smaller grants of up to $100 000 and
larger grants of $100 000 plus. The fund provides
support for the upgrading of existing facilities or the
construction of new community facilities to promote
greater use and access by community groups.
The member for Ferntree Gully raised a matter in
relation to the Eastern Districts Polish Association,
which is located in Stud Road, Rowville. I have visited
the association on many occasions. It was established in
1981 to look after the interests and wellbeing of the
Polish community in the eastern suburbs. I have been
very impressed with the work the association’s
committee has done over the years. I have also enjoyed
the Polish doughnuts, or paczki, on many occasions
with the member for Ferntree Gully. In actual fact the
member for Ferntree Gully has often taken some paczki
home to share with his family.
The committee works extremely hard. The association
has applied for a grant to upgrade its car park. I have
been to the association’s premises when it has been
wet, and it can be very dangerous for young children. I
am pleased to advise the member for Ferntree Gully
that I have recently approved a grant of $60 000 for the
association to upgrade its car park. I look forward to
visiting the association once the car park work has been
completed. There is a lot more to be done, and I
encourage the member for Ferntree Gully to continue to
work with the association to make sure that its future
needs are met.
The member for Caulfield raised a matter regarding
both the Central Community Centre and Hamerkaz
Shelanu in Caulfield. I have had occasion to meet with
Rabbi Motti of Hamerkaz Shelanu. He took me through
some of the different traditions of the Jewish faith,
which was very informative and educational. Both
these centres have been serving the community for
many years by helping new migrants to settle in
Victoria and providing programs for young people and
seniors in Caulfield. These organisations also
encourage multifaith gatherings, bringing people
together to help them understand and appreciate
different cultures and thereby assist our multicultural
state.
The Central Community Centre has applied for a grant
to upgrade its kitchen. I am pleased to advise the
member that I have approved a grant of $40 000.
Hamerkaz Shelanu has also applied for funding to
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upgrade its kitchen, and I have similarly approved a
grant of $40 000 for it. That is a total of $80 000. These
grants are based on merit; they are based on the many
hours of volunteering provided to the community over
many years. Members of these organisations
consistently put up their hands to volunteer, never
asking for money in return. It is about time that we
began to support these groups and recognise the many
hours of work they put in.
I pay tribute to both the member for Ferntree Gully and
the member for Caulfield, both of whom have
represented me on many occasions at events that I
could not attend. They are very hardworking members.
I congratulate the two organisations on receiving these
grants.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) —
The member for Macedon raised an issue with me in
relation to train services from Sunbury. She indicated
that on completion of the Sunbury electrification
project, Sunbury residents would be receiving a dual
service of both the new metropolitan trains that will run
due to the electrification of the line and existing V/Line
services. The member for Macedon was concerned that
Sunbury did not appear in the V/Line timetable as a
drop-off and pick-up location. The simple fact of the
matter is that Sunbury commuters will have access to
both V/Line and metropolitan services. They will need
to be reminded that if they travel from Sunbury into the
city or from the city back to Sunbury they will require a
myki, because they are actually travelling in
metropolitan zone 2.
Sunbury residents will benefit from an increase in
services of somewhere of the order of 64 per cent due
to the new metropolitan services to Sunbury. A lot of
those services will start earlier and finish later than the
V/Line services and will run at a frequency of between
12 and 14 minutes. We will therefore be encouraging
Sunbury commuters to get on metropolitan trains.
Similarly, when travelling home from the city, we will
encourage them to take metropolitan trains when they
can.
The Sunbury electrification will mean that commuters
to and from Sunbury and Bendigo will experience
increased comfort due to their trains no longer being
overcrowded. It would defeat the purpose if Sunbury
residents decided to pack onto V/Line trains and leave
metropolitan trains empty. To stop this from happening
authorised officers and station staff will be encouraging
people travelling to and from Sunbury to use
metropolitan services. They will ensure that,
particularly on the evening services, seats are available
for those people travelling as far as Bendigo. We are
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offering a dual service. I believe once people
experience the frequency of the metropolitan service,
with its earlier starts and later finishes, they will
naturally convert to metropolitan services.
The member for Northcote raised with me an issue in
relation to delays in the delivery of new V/Line
carriages, and she has raised this matter in the past,
wanting me to get on with the job and make sure we
order the new V/Line carriages. If I recall correctly, the
last time I spoke on this matter in the house the member
for Northcote interjected, ‘I hear you’re getting
28 carriages’. There was a budget allocation for new
V/Line railcars, and I said we would be negotiating to
get the best possible deal for taxpayers that we could.
Maybe if the matter had been negotiated by the member
for Northcote there would be only 28 carriages, but I
can assure her that we have done a better deal than that.
We are now getting to the tail end of tidying up that
deal with the successful bidder for those particular
railcars, and they will be greatly appreciated on the line.
It would have been great if those railcars had been
ordered as part of the regional rail link project, but as
we know, there were no trains, no signals and of course
there was no money for the Anderson Road grade
separations. We had to go and find that money.
The member for Northcote also raised an issue in
relation to $10 million for buses, and as I am sure the
member would realise, with the regional rail link
project and the shutdowns that are going to occur,
V/Line is naturally going to require more buses to
replace those trains, and she can expect that will be an
ongoing issue.
The member also spoke about problems in relation to
disruptions to services on the Geelong line and how
they are going to run. Interestingly, I went back and had
a look at the V/Line Annual Report 2011–12, and the
punctuality performance for short-distance trains — the
Ballarat, Bendigo and Geelong V/Line services coming
into Melbourne — improved to 87.3 per cent of
services being on time in 2011–12 versus 84.3 per cent
in 2010–11. If I remember rightly, a Labor government
was in power then, so in terms of punctuality there has
been an improvement in those short trips.
The member for Northcote raised another issue in
relation to Labor’s fare increases detailed in its famous
transport plan — two fare increases identified for the
next two years going forward. I know the member for
Northcote was not on the transport plan panel, but there
were members on the opposition front bench who
approved those fare increases and who booked them in
the forward estimates. That was part and parcel of
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Labor’s transport plan. I assure the member for
Northcote that on the major issue of V/Line railcars we
have not done a bad deal. It is better than 28. Do we
hear 30? What about 32? We have done a better deal
than Labor would have done. We have held tough and
hard negotiations to protect taxpayers’ interests. Unlike
the former Labor government, we are no pushover and
we will make sure taxpayers get value for money. I
thank the members for Northcote and Macedon for
raising their two issues with me.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Thomastown raised with me the issue
regarding Lalor Gardens Primary School. We have had
a conversation a couple of times about that in this place,
and she pointed out issues — as she has in the past and
in correspondence — regarding the condition of the
playground following a cost overrun in the building
project. We recognised the fact that there was a cost
overrun, and we came to an agreement with the school
that we would give them a one-off payment of $80 000
as our contribution towards the cost overruns and the
work that needed to be done in the playground at the
school. As part of its end of the bargain the school said
to us that it would undertake to do the rest of the work.
When we made that agreement with the school we
thought in good faith that that agreement would be
acceptable to both parties, but obviously that funding is
still not enough. The school has not been able to do the
works, and the sorts of options put forward by the
school that the member has illustrated to me would add
up to an easy $300 000 — an incredible amount of
money — for restitution of the playground and the
landscaping that needs to be done. To me that seems an
extreme path to take to bring the landscaping and the
playground back to the condition that the school
community expects.
The member asked for a one-off payment and we have
given the school a one-off. She wants another
one-off — and good members ask for that.
Unfortunately I have a list of $70 million worth of
one-off requests from a range of schools around
Victoria, where Building the Education Revolution
projects were mismanaged and overrun, to bring up
their original BER project to the standard it originally
went to tender for. Due to a whole range of issues,
including cost overruns, mismanagement and changing
project managers — you name it, it happened — we
have cost overruns of $70 million throughout the state. I
know this is not a BER project, but in terms of those
sorts of projects that is the range of liabilities we have
around the state.
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At this stage we have given our one-off. We have an
agreement with the school and we will do whatever we
possibly can to help, but at this stage I do not have any
ready money to give them to finish off the project. If
the school has to take the sort of extreme measures the
member is mentioning, it needs to talk to the regional
office as to how a more reasonable outcome can happen
for it.
The member for Yan Yean raised with me the issue
which we touched on in question time today relating to
the closure of Acacia College and the subsequent
fallout in terms of provision for students in both
government and non-government schools in that area.
This government has a good record in providing
government education in the northern part of
Melbourne. In fact 21 per cent of the money we have
spent on land purchases in the last two budgets has
gone to the outer northern metropolitan area. Over the
last two budgets we have allocated $56 million for land
purchases. That compares to just $8 million in the last
budget of the previous government. We have vastly
increased — by seven times — the amount of money
available for land. As I said, 21 per cent of that money
has gone to the northern metropolitan area. As well as
that, we have committed $10 million in this year’s
budget for the Doreen South school. Construction of
that school will be happening soon, and we hope to
have it up and running by 2014. That money has been
provided in this year’s budget.
On top of that, we own another six blocks of land in the
area for future development. We are also going through
the process of acquiring land for the Doreen secondary
college, so we are well down the track in terms of that
provision. That will make a seventh block of land that
we have in the area. It is important to note that as well
as building up the land bank we have a range of needs
throughout the growing areas of Melbourne, and we
look at the needs and priorities with the money that is
available to us each year. Obviously there are a range of
budgetary considerations. We have had a further
$50 million a year cut from our budget by the federal
government, and that will make our budgetary position
even more difficult. That is the scenario.
We monitor the needs of schools in the growing areas,
and we have a very good record of construction and
land purchases in that area. There has been a suggestion
that the developer out that way, the RCL Group, would
be happy to repurchase the land we own in Mernda —
which is one of the six blocks of land I talked about
earlier and which was bought by the previous
government in 2008 for a secondary college in
Mernda — and that money could go towards the cost of
the government acquiring the former Acacia College. It
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would not be enough money to acquire the school; it
would probably go only half way. I do not think it is an
acceptable outcome; it does not solve the problem. You
would have a growing area, you would not be replacing
Acacia College with another non-government school
and you would be selling the land purchased for the
next government secondary college to be built in that
area; in the end you would be one and a half schools
down. To me it is not logical.
We have no intention of buying Acacia College.
Another reason we would not do it is the cost, which is
one of the reasons that the Uniting Church bailed out.
The cost of the provision of roads, crossings and lights
that the former developer and then the church took on
was a further $10 million. It is just not a good spend of
our money when we have the land out there and we
have the plans out there. As well as that, in terms of
non-government school education for the parents who
make that choice, there is interest in the purchase of
Acacia College by the Catholic Education Office and
also some other parties, and that process is well
advanced. I want a more than adequate supply of
education places out there for both government and
non-government schools. I think the path we are going
down is the best one to provide that.
The member for Yan Yean said to me that she wants to
be bipartisan about the issue, but I read one of her
tweets regarding this issue in which she said:
The offer of the developer to buy back the Mernda site is the
opportunity to embarrass the government into action …

There are a whole range of tweets like that, which is
hardly bipartisan. In a letter to the developer, the
member said she was:
… disappointed that government had not yet funded nor
begun even any planning to build a state school on this site.

I have to look at all schools. I am the minister
responsible for all schools and all students. I think our
way ahead is the right one for everybody involved in
that area. We have the runs on the board.
It is a difficult time. In fact my immediate consideration
is of the options, and the member talked about the
options for the students. We have to look at government
and non-government options, and it will be up to the
parents to choose. We are working through
Independent Schools Victoria and the Catholic
Education Office, and obviously our own department
has looked at where the students come from. The bulk
of them are from primary schools, and there is adequate
provision in alternative schools for those students. That
work is happening and parents are turning their
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attention to it. The schools, both government and
non-government, have been fantastic, and they are
opening their doors and giving information to the
parents so they can make the choice.
Yes, there will be considerable growth out there.
Acacia College has 500 students and would have had
700 students next year. We need to provide government
places for the growing population out there, and
obviously there need to be non-government schools out
there as well. I think if Acacia College were taken over
as a non-government school that would be a good
outcome. We are not going to do it. We are going to
pursue our goal of building more government schools
out there, and as I said, we have the runs on the board.
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I would like to respond, firstly, to
the member for Kilsyth, a good and hardworking
member who has delivered a great number of election
commitments to his community. I note that he would
like me to meet him at the site of the Bayswater North
retarding basin to discuss and update him on the
election commitment there. I am pleased to tell the
member for Kilsyth that I have recently approved an
allocation of $200 000 to fulfil the member’s
commitment, and those funds will go towards the
beautification of the site as well as the construction of
recreational facilities for his community and those who
live in close proximity to the area. I would be very
happy to join the member out there as they begin to
announce those works. Again I congratulate him on his
advocacy for his area.
The members for Mount Waverley and Albert Park
raised matters for the Minister for Planning and the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills respectively. I
will ensure that the two issues that were raised are
brought to the attention of the respective ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 10.54 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Ken Smith) took the chair at
9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
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Leader of the Opposition is going, he will be out too. I
call the member for Carrum. I did not hear what she
said because of the noise.
Mrs BAUER gave notice of motion.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Mr NEWTON-BROWN having given notice of
motion:
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I would
appreciate your examining the notice from the member
for Prahran and giving an indication of your ruling at a
future point to the house. That motion was obviously
critical of the member for Albert Park and should
perhaps have been done by way of substantive motion,
which is more in line with the procedures of the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is what it is.
Ms Allan — Could you indicate if that is within the
forms of notices of motion?
The SPEAKER — Order! This is in the form of a
substantive motion.
Further notices of motion given.
Mrs BAUER having given notice of motion:
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Honourable members interjecting.
Notices interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Monbulk
The SPEAKER — Order! I am on my feet. The
member for Monbulk can leave the chamber for an
hour.
Honourable member for Monbulk withdrew from
chamber.

Mr Shaw interjected.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek a
withdrawal of the offensive abuse that was hurled by
the member for Frankston at members of the
opposition. I will not repeat the word, but I ask that he
withdraw.
Mr Shaw — I will withdraw — —
The SPEAKER — Order! An unconditional
withdrawal has been called for.
Mr Shaw — Whatever it is.
The SPEAKER — Order! An unconditional
withdrawal.
Mr Shaw — I unconditionally withdraw whatever it
was.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, in
deference to this house and its forms I will not repeat
the word used by the member for Frankston, but an
unconditional withdrawal is just that — an
unconditional withdrawal. The member for Frankston
will find it hard to withdraw the obscene hand gesture
he used, but the word ought to be unconditionally
withdrawn. The rules do apply to the member for
Frankston.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Frankston to unconditionally withdraw.
Mr Shaw — I unconditionally withdraw, Speaker.
Ms GREEN giving notice of motion:
Honourable members interjecting.
Notices interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS
Members for Hastings and Bayswater

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices resumed.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not going to allow
people from either side to be howled down in this
house. I ask the house to come to order. The way the

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings and the member for Bayswater can both leave
the chamber for half an hour. I am not going to have it!
Honourable members for Hastings and Bayswater
withdrew from chamber.
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by requiring affected landowners to enter into agreement
with the responsible authority in accordance with
section 173 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987
to: install and maintain on-site wastewater systems in
accordance with the certificate of approval for the
system issued by the EPA, and to provide evidence to
the satisfaction of the responsible authority of the
prescribed maintenance schedule being purchased
continually for 12 months in advance.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices resumed.
Ms GREEN continued giving notice of motion.
Further notices of motion given.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 1 and
5 to 14 will be removed from the notice paper unless
members wishing their notice to remain on the paper
advise the Clerk in writing before 6.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS

By Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (120 signatures).

Planning: water catchment development
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house recent VCAT and Supreme Court hearings dealing
with planning permit applications that have resulted in
changes being made to the way in which the state
government’s Guidelines — Planning Permit Applications in
Open, Potable Water Supply Catchment Areas are applied.

Following petitions presented to house:

Planning: water catchment development
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria points out to the house
the widespread adverse impacts upon rural Victorian towns
caused by the 1:40-hectare VCAT ruling and the DPCD
Guidelines — Planning Permit Applications in Open, Potable
Water Supply Catchment Areas.
The zealous interpretation and application of these guidelines
is impeding economic activity, agriculture and rural living,
severely hurting land-holders and rural towns thus creating
vast tracts of overvalued and unlivable lots of rural land.

The changes to the way the guidelines are applied have
resulted in landowners of small allotments (less than
40 hectares) being restricted from obtaining planning permits
to develop, or build on their allotments, thus making their
allotments effectively worthless.
The changes are unfair and unreasonable and are an
unnecessary impediment to economic activity, growth and
lifestyle choices and have widespread, adverse implications.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure fairness, consistency and clarity
in the application of the planning guidelines for all
landowners, regardless of allotment size, through:
amendments to the planning guidelines or relevant
legislation;

The application is discriminatory in specifically targeting and
preventing sound, sustainable and environmentally
responsible boutique farming pursuits requiring a permanent
on-site presence from being established on farm-zoned lots of
less than 40 hectares.
Planning permit applications for dwellings to facilitate equine
animal husbandry, organic fruit growing and boutique
wineries among many other agricultural pursuits not requiring
100-plus acres to operate are all indiscriminately objected to
regardless of reasonable requirement as per state planning
policy clause 35.07-2 and supporting land capability
assessment undertaken in accordance with current
EPA publications.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria immediately restore fairness in the
application of the guidelines for all landowners, regardless of
allotment size through:

the development of a coordinated statewide water
catchment management strategy;
the development of specific landowner requirements to
satisfy a common-sense application of the planning
guidelines.

By Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (126 signatures).

Higher education: TAFE funding
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly the state
government’s plans to cut hundreds of millions of dollars
from TAFE funding.

amendment of guideline 1 to place greater weight on a
supporting land capability assessment in the absence of a
catchment management plan than that of allotment size,
where a dwelling is proposed on an existing allotment;

In particular, we note:
1.

the TAFE association has estimated up to 2000 jobs
could be lost as a result of these cuts;

amendment to state planning policy to responsibly
address the precautionary principle regarding the
cumulative risk of the adverse impacts of on-site
wastewater systems (from increasing dwelling densities)

2.

many courses will be dropped or scaled back and several
TAFE campuses face the possibility of closure;
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with 49 000 full-time jobs already lost in this term of
government, skill training has never been more
important for Victorians.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urge the Baillieu state government to abandon the
planned funding cuts and guarantee no further cuts will be
made.

By Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) (67 signatures).

Abortion: legislation
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DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Collections Management in Cultural Agencies —
Ordered to be printed
Effectiveness of Compliance Activities: Departments of
Primary Industries and Sustainability and
Environment — Ordered to be printed

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

CenITex — Report 2011–12

The petition of the undersigned residents of Victoria draws to
the attention of the house the long-overdue need to review the
Abortion Law Reform Act 2008, which did away with all
legal protection for babies in the womb even right up to birth.
After 24 weeks a baby may be aborted (killed) if two doctors
‘agree’ it is ‘appropriate’.

Greater Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust —
Report 2011–12

This law is a blight on Victoria, a betrayal of the medical
profession and health workers. It contravenes irrefutable
expanding scientific evidence that babies in the womb are real
people; hence the law should protect all unborn children from
conception until natural death, thereby respecting all human
life.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria review the Abortion Law Reform Act
2008.

By Mr BULL (Gippsland East) (21 signatures).

Swinburne University of Technology: Lilydale
and Prahran campuses
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the decision by Swinburne University to close its
campuses at Lilydale and Prahran.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria require the Baillieu state government to
immediately do all things necessary, including:
restoring funding to Swinburne University, and
guaranteeing no further cuts are made
to ensure that a full range of public TAFE and university
opportunities remain available in our local community.

By Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) (47 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Bendigo West be considered next day
on motion of Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West).

Ombudsman — Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001:
Investigation into allegations of improper conduct by
CenITex officers — Ordered to be printed.
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Relay for Life: Point Cook
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I rise today to bring to
the attention of the house a number of matters
concerning our community’s collective fight against the
scourge of cancer. On the night of 17 November and
into the morning of 18 November this year members of
my electorate will come together to take part in the
inaugural Point Cook Relay for Life. Some great work
by a fantastic band of volunteers has already taken
place. Bands, activities, food and drink have been
arranged for the event, which will be held at the
Featherbrook Oval in Point Cook. To date we have
raised over $3000. This is a terrific start. Over 18 teams
have registered, and I hope this is a sign of terrific
things to come. I am honoured to be patron of this
event, which is designed to raise much-needed funds
for cancer research.

Medical physicists: shortage
Ms HENNESSY — On the flip side, I am
concerned about the government’s priorities and record
on the fight against cancer. News in the western
suburbs that radiation services have sat languishing for
months due to a lack of appropriate physics support is
of great concern. The government must do more to
attract and retain in our community medical physicists,
who do such a great job of delivering safe radiotherapy
for cancer patients.

Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre:
private clinical services
Ms HENNESSY — I also join with many in the
community in raising concern in respect of recent news
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reports regarding the privatisation of a portion of the
Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre. This centre
was originally designed as a fully public treatment and
research facility. It ought to be a jewel in the crown of
cancer services in Victoria. This government junked the
previous government’s cancer action plan, and I call on
it to join the community effort in making the fight
against cancer a priority in this state once again.

Harness racing: Swan Hill track
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — On Saturday night I had the pleasure of
representing the Minister for Racing and opening the
new harness racing track at Swan Hill. The Nyah
District Harness Racing Club has moved its track from
Nyah to Swan Hill. The opening event was an
absolutely fantastic night in Swan Hill, with over
6000 people attending. There were 11 races on the new
track, with new lights and new technology. It was an
outstanding success for the trotting club. It is part of the
development of that particular precinct.
I was also there on Friday night to turn on the new
lights for the Swan Hill Racecourse Bowls Club, which
were installed as a result of a grant that was made
available by the Baillieu government to assist the
bowling club as well.
I congratulate all those involved in the development of
the new harness racing track at Swan Hill, particularly
the harness racing club and the Swan Hill Jockey Club,
which have worked very well together, and the
racecourse bowls club, which has been very
accommodating of the harness racing club coming into
Swan Hill and putting the new track there, which also
involved moving the golf course a few years ago to
enable that to happen. It is a great partnership between
the Swan Hill Racecourse Bowls Club, the Nyah
District Harness Racing Club and the Swan Hill Jockey
Club. It proves what can be done in our communities
when everyone works together, and the assistance and
funding for that track from the Minister for Racing has
enabled that to happen.

Family violence: Spectrum Migrant Resource
Centre project
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — Family violence and
violence against women tragically affects far too many
Victorian families, and it is not limited to any single
culture or demographic group. We have recently seen
horrific examples reported in the media of the effects of
violence against women who have recently settled in
Australia. Specific cultural factors and some of the
hardships faced by newly arrived migrants such as
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isolation and financial pressures combine to increase
the impact of family violence on some women.
I commend the Spectrum Migrant Resource Centre in
Preston for its development of the Healthy
Relationships in a New Culture project. The project will
focus initially on training 12 to 16 participants from the
Indian and South Sudanese communities who will act
as ambassadors within their own communities to
address factors that increase the risk of family violence.
It was an honour for me to attend the launch of the
program on Monday and meet with many of the
program participants. One of the strengths of this
program, which is funded by the federal government’s
Department of Families, Housing, Community Services
and Indigenous Affairs, is that it is driven from within
each community.
In particular I recognise the program’s coordinator,
Wanda Hagedorn, and Reeta Verma from La Trobe
University, as well as all the men involved in the
program, for taking a stand on violence against women.

Agricultural shows: Shepparton
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government) —
On Friday, 12 October, I had the honour of officially
opening the 136th annual Shepparton Show. I
acknowledge the great work of Lloyd Ohlin, president
of the Shepparton Agricultural Society; Julie Winch,
secretary; and the committee in organising this year’s
show. Country agricultural shows are important in
promoting Victoria’s prominence in food and fibre
exports: 29 per cent of Australia’s food and fibre
exports come from Victoria, and the sector is worth
$9 billion. At the show I was delighted to present Alan
Fowler with a life membership certificate from the
Shepparton Agricultural Society. He has been involved
with the society since the 1940s and at 87 years of age
is still involved as the chief steward in the arts and
crafts section.

Relay for Life: Shepparton
Mrs POWELL — On Saturday, 21 October, I
attended the opening ceremony of the 2012 Relay for
Life event at Princess Park, Shepparton, along with the
federal member for Murray, Dr Sharman Stone, and the
mayor of the Greater Shepparton City Council,
Cr Michael Polan. It was an honour to walk with cancer
survivors and carers who were raising funds for cancer
research. Congratulations to the committee including
the chair, Sharon Thompson; secretary, Rachael Rowe;
treasurer, Helen Morrit; facilities coordinator Lee
Lythgo; and master of ceremonies, Carmel Johnson.
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It is a very emotional event with many people walking
all night in memory of someone they have lost or those
fighting cancer, and so raising much-needed funds. I
went back for the closing ceremony the next day to
celebrate with the many tired and emotional people.
This was the 11th year of the Shepparton Relay for
Life, and an amazing $77 000 was raised, bringing the
total to almost $2.356 million.

Housing: Broadmeadows development
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — As a matter of
urgency I call on the Victorian government to make
public its plan and financial commitment for the
infrastructure required for the proposed property
development in Broadmeadows that looms as the
biggest since the days of the housing commission. The
proposed redevelopment of the Yakka site could see
low-income families in apartment buildings of up to
10 or even 15 storeys. That would make the project the
biggest landmark in the area by far. It raises major
concerns that the government must answer in the public
interest. The concerns include the government’s
commitment to provide the necessary social
infrastructure so that past failures are not repeated with
another generation.
It is vital that the coalition make this commitment
immediately, especially after the Minister for Planning
recently played Robin Hood in reverse over a
government services building and commercial catalyst
in Broadmeadows. Having committed to the funding in
its first budget, the Baillieu-Ryan regime then
perversely declared it would redistribute the
$14.7 million from the poorest community to the more
prosperous. Only when I highlighted this reverse Robin
Hood strategy in the media did the minister recommit
the funding to Broadmeadows, but he has still failed to
spell out exactly where the money is going. The
Broadmeadows community now demands an up-front
commitment to this Yakka redevelopment because of
its scale and the huge social impact it will have on the
community.
That commitment must be made open and transparent
because of the issues I have previously raised
concerning the favour bank this government has
established in connection with the infrastructure
commitments that developers make in growth areas,
including Broadmeadows, and that are negotiated
directly with the Minister for Planning. The community
wants this to be made public now.
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Federal government: funding cuts
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Over the past few months
we have had much beating of chests, heard much
exaggeration saying that the end of the world was nigh
and even heard claims from those opposite that the sky
would fall in in relation to the government’s changes to
funding models for TAFEs, and yet yesterday where
was the outrage? Where were the dire predictions
following federal Treasurer Wayne Swan’s cuts? Not
one word was said, there was not one peep; there was
complete silence.
There was silence when federal cuts were made before
the midyear financial update; silence when federal cuts
of $6.1 billion were made to Victoria’s share of the
GST; silence at the commonwealth reduction in
Victoria’s per capita share of infrastructure funding;
silence at the non-replacement of the elective surgery
waiting list reduction plan, leaving a $50 million gap;
silence at a much-lower-than-population share of the
much-needed supporting health reform partnership;
silence at the commonwealth leaving Victoria the only
jurisdiction not to have funding confirmed under the
$222 million national youth early psychosis services
program; and silence at the reduction of $37 million
under the long-stay older patients partnership. By its
silence Labor shows it just does not care.
Cuts to Victoria in this week’s midyear financial update
have also been met with silence. Where is the concern
for the impact of Wayne Swan’s cuts? There has been
no concern voiced at the $436 million health reform
funding cut and no concern at another attack on private
health insurance rebates, which will hurt Victorian
families. Labor just does not care. Labor members do
not express concern about Victorians.

Tamil Senior Citizens Fellowship Victoria:
silver jubilee
Mr LIM (Clayton) — Last Sunday I attended the
silver jubilee celebration of Tamil Senior Citizens
Fellowship Victoria in the Springvale town hall. Over
the past 25 years the fellowship has achieved significant
milestones in the provision of welfare services to the
Tamil community. It has connected with the wider
community and hence has contributed significantly to
harmony in our multicultural society. Its silver jubilee
celebration saw the presence of a long list of more than
10 federal, state and local politicians and other
representatives, including federal MP Anna Burke; the
Victorian Leader of the Opposition; a member for
South-Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other place,
Lee Tarlamis; mayor of the City of Monash,
Cr Stefanie Perri; mayor of the City of Greater
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Dandenong, Cr Youhorn Chea; and chairperson of the
Victorian Multicultural Commission, Mr Chin Tan.
The whole-day event at the Springvale town hall
involved traditional Tamil food and modern musical
recitals and attracted more than 400 attendees of
various ages and ethnic backgrounds. As the
community group operates in my electorate I have had
the honour of working with and providing assistance to
the fellowship in my capacity throughout my years of
service as a local member. I pay tribute to the members
of the fellowship for their achievements and offer my
congratulations to everyone involved with Tamil Senior
Citizens Fellowship Victoria, especially its president,
Nallaratnam Sivarasa, JP, on this very special
milestone.

Federal government: funding cuts
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — State Labor opposition
members must be cringing and hanging their heads in
shame at the release of the Gillard federal Labor
government’s budget update, which yet again
demonstrates that Labor has no economic strategy,
cannot manage money and cannot be trusted to manage
the economy. When we came to government we
witnessed firsthand Labor’s reckless spending, waste
and financial mismanagement. The Treasurer
uncovered example after example of unfunded projects,
lapsing programs, black holes and blow-outs. After
months of trying to gain cheap political points on our
responsible budgeting and financial decision making as
we try to restore the state’s finances, we see the real
Labor come to the fore. Those opposite need to
collectively hang their hypocritical heads in shame
following the federal Labor government’s reduction in
funding to private and government schools.
Federal Labor has shown its complete hypocrisy on the
issue of skills and vocational education with a series of
cuts to apprenticeship programs, including $380 million
in net funding reductions for the Skills in Need
program, including cutting extra incentives for
employing mature apprentices; $150 million of cuts to
funding for the Trade Training Centres in Schools
program over the forward estimates period; $11 million
of cuts to the Australian Apprenticeship Access
program, which provides pre-vocational training; and
$54.1 million of cuts to the Australian Apprenticeships
Incentives program, which provides incentives to
employers to take on apprentices. Universities have
also been hit by federal Labor, with cuts to facilitation
funding to cost Victorian institutions an estimated
$70 million. I call on those opposite to stand up for
Victoria and repudiate these funding cuts. Where are
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the voices of those opposite now? The silence is
deafening!

City of Moonee Valley: community awards
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — On Friday,
12 October, Moonee Valley City Council presented the
Spirit of Moonee Valley community awards. I
commend the council, and in particular the mayor, Jim
Cusack, on the presentation of the awards. Meritorious
awards were presented to Bradleigh Andrews, Thomas
Brandon, Bob Chalmers, Emilia Chiodo, Bob Dwyer
John Halpin Feain, Nesidah Jonsin, Anna Lanigan,
Jonathon McKenna, Diane Plim, Lorraine Ratcliffe,
Anne Stobaus, Vicky Vermeend, Donald ‘Russ’
Wilson and Lina, Tony and Angelo Siciliano.
Outstanding awards were presented to Teresa
Cartwright, Peter Dunn, Brenda Edgar, Lisa Leehane,
Yvonne Moon, Trevor Sinclair and Debbie Williams.
The citizen of the year award was presented to Peter
Cribb, who was the winner on the night, for his work
with Debneys Park high-rise estate residents, in
particular supporting the Horn of Africa migrant
community through his work over many years, and in
relation to fundraising and support for sporting groups.
It was a great night. There were many people in
attendance, and it reinforced the valued contribution of
so many volunteers across so many areas in the city of
Moonee Valley. I congratulate everybody and look
forward to next year’s Spirit of Moonee Valley
community awards. I wish all well in the further work
they do.

St Peter’s Primary School, East Bentleigh:
sustainable garden
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — I was delighted to have
been invited by Ms Philippa Cahill and the year 6
sustainability team at St Peter’s Primary School to tour
their sustainable garden. I was impressed by the
enthusiasm of the students, who have a wonderful
passion for the environment and sustainability.

St Peter’s Primary School, East Bentleigh:
leadership
Ms MILLER — The grade 5 students later
welcomed me to speak to them about the importance of
leadership in our community. I congratulate their
teacher, Mr Jim Kendall, on the wonderful work he is
doing in the classroom with our future leaders.
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St Peter’s Primary School, East Bentleigh:
Somewhere to Fight for
Ms MILLER — The students at St Peter’s are also
busily preparing for their performance of Somewhere to
Fight for. This musical features 19 original songs and
centres around the real Victorian town of Wickliffe and
the modern challenges to survive as a small town. I
look forward to attending the performance locally
before the students travel to Wickliffe to perform for
the locals.

David Kemp Debating Challenge
Ms MILLER — I was delighted to host students
and staff from Our Lady of the Sacred Heart College,
Bentleigh Secondary College and St James College in
Parliament last week for the second annual David
Kemp debating competition. It was a wonderful
success, and I was incredibly impressed by the quality
of the students’ arguments about issues that are
important to them, including cyberbullying and
vandalism. Our Lady of the Sacred Heart College was
victorious against its Bentleigh competitors and went
on to battle it out against the winner from the Caulfield
schools in a secret topic debate. The Our Lady of the
Sacred Heart students were articulate and well informed
and were awarded the cup. I congratulate Mr Philip
Cassell, Veshalini Shanmugathasan, Kim Koelmeyer
and Martha O’Hagan on their success.
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scheme on Monday, 22 October, at St Albans North
Primary School in George Street, St Albans. Children’s
Week is a national week in Australia dedicated to
celebrating children across the country and highlighting
their achievements. Save the Children is celebrating
Children’s Week with a variety of fun activities,
including a morning tea across all play scheme
locations.
The Victorian intensive supported play scheme was
established in Melbourne’s western suburbs in October
2005. In July 2008 it expanded to Melbourne’s eastern
suburbs, and in April 2011 play schemes were started in
the Greater Shepparton area. Save the Children’s play
scheme program is an early childhood care and
development program which runs in approximately
80 locations throughout Australia, including
20 locations in Victoria. With trained staff and family
support workers, the program provides early learning
activities and parenting support for vulnerable families
and children under the age of six. The program has
been preparing children for kindergarten and school for
more than 30 years.
Children’s Week is an opportunity for the community
to engage in a variety of activities that facilitate, support
and encourage children and their families to play, learn
and grow together. I commend Rupert North, the state
manager, and Anthea Whan, the program manager in
Victoria.

Bentleigh electorate: Dasara celebration

Neil Hamilton

Ms MILLER — The Indian community in
Bentleigh was delighted to welcome the Premier to the
electorate on the weekend to celebrate Dasara. This
event is celebrated across India as the victory of good
over evil. It was a unique multifaith event, and guests
enjoyed the lively celebration and dancing.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I congratulate
Neil Hamilton, a former mayor of the former City of
Moorabbin, on being awarded the Order of Australia
early this year. Neil and his wife, Judy, make a
wonderful contribution to the fabric of community life
in Cheltenham through their involvement in business,
local government, apprenticeship training, the local
church and other community organisations.

University of the Third Age: Bentleigh East
Ms MILLER — The Greek senior citizens at the
University of the Third Age in Bentleigh East were
pleased to have Minister Kotsiras, the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship, as a guest at their
meeting last week. The community makes a fantastic
contribution to Bentleigh, particularly in the areas of
culture and tradition. I was proud to be able to
showcase this very active and popular group.

Children’s Week
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I was honoured
to have Save the Children invite me to formally open
the Children’s Week celebrations at the St Albans play

Beaumaris Cricket Club: 75th anniversary
Mr THOMPSON — I congratulate the Beaumaris
Cricket Club on the celebration of its 75th anniversary.

Mordialloc by the Bay festival
Mr THOMPSON — I congratulate the City of
Kingston on its organisation and coordination of the
Mordialloc by the Bay fine food, wine and music
festival, which has been celebrated over a number of
years now and is a highly successful event.
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Sandringham Village Fair and Farmers
Market
Mr THOMPSON — I commend the City of
Bayside and the Sandringham village traders on the
wonderful and vibrant Sandringham Village Fair and
Farmers Market, which played host to over
20 000 visitors over the weekend. The event brings
together all elements of the community, including
traders, community groups, sporting clubs, businesses
and residents.

Black Rock Yacht Club: sailing school
Mr THOMPSON — I commend the Black Rock
Yacht Club on its outstanding work as a training
ground for recreational and also Olympic sailors.

Planning: Highett open space
Mr THOMPSON — I thank the federal member
for Goldstein, Andrew Robb, the federal Special
Minister of State, Gary Gray, the state Minister for
Planning, Matthew Guy, and members of the Bayside
City Council for their good work in trying to advance
the development of active and passive recreational
areas on the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial
Research Organisation site which is being sold for
residential housing. Their work is to ensure that from
that site they are able to aggregate land for recreational
space.

Ian and Roslyn Fox
Mr THOMPSON — I congratulate Ian and Roslyn
Fox on their wonderful work for Amnesty International.

Gujarati community: Dandiya dance evening
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I am pleased to report on
a number of festivals in my local community which
highlight the vibrant multicultural environment that
exists within my electorate of Tarneit. On Friday night I
had the pleasure of attending the local Gujarati
community’s Dandiya dance evening. The Dandiya
evening is part of a 10-day long Navratri festival, a
major celebration of the Hindu communities across
western and northern India. The Gujarati community
makes up a quarter of Wyndham’s Indian population,
and its members make up the backbone of the business
community. The Gujarati community also makes a very
significant contribution, particularly in business in the
US, UK and Canada. I attended the event with Rakesh
Kawra from the General Consulate of India and his
wife. My particular thanks to Sargam Music for the
invitation and for organising the event.
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Bengali Durga Puja Festival
Mr PALLAS — On Saturday I attended the Bengali
Durga Puja Festival, hosted by the Bengali Society of
Melbourne and held over two days last weekend. This
is a festival that has been held unbroken by the Bengali
communities of both India and Bangladesh for the last
300 years and is a time for celebration and family
reunion for the whole community. The festival was
held in the western suburbs of Melbourne for the first
time in its history in acknowledgement of the growing
Bengali community in this area and was on a larger
scale than it ever has been before. The festival
involved — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Wavlink: 30th anniversary
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — On Thursday,
18 October, I joined residents to celebrate Wavlink’s
30 years of service. Wavlink is a not-for-profit
organisation providing training and social interaction
opportunities for adults with a disability.
Congratulations to the board, staff and volunteers on
their contributions made during that period.

Australian Cancer Research Foundation:
Centre for Cancer Genomic Medicine
Mr GIDLEY — It was a pleasure to support the
launch of the Australian Cancer Research Foundation
Centre for Cancer Genomic Medicine at the Monash
Institute of Medical Research. The centre will utilise the
latest sequencing technologies to allow genetic
profiling of specific cancers. The centre will assist in
the battle against cancer and importantly build on the
Monash Health Translation Precinct.

Waverley RSL: memorial scholarship
Mr GIDLEY — The Waverley RSL’s 2012
Norman A. Smith Memorial Scholarship for year 10
students was awarded by the sub-branch on
13 September. The scholarship honours the memory of
a man who was an active member of the RSL and the
Waverley sub-branch from 1947 until his death in
November 1982. Norman Smith worked tirelessly
assisting ex-servicemen and women with the many
problems that confronted them after their discharge
from the services following the conclusion of the
Second World War in 1945.
Congratulations to nominees Monica DeRango from
Avila College, Victor Choy from St Kevin’s College,
Sarah Broome from Highvale Secondary College and
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Mario Noyahr from Salesian College on reaching the
final stage of the scholarship competition. In particular I
congratulate Vimaj Peiris from Mazenod College on
being awarded the scholarship for 2012. I thank the
Waverley RSL committee members and all involved in
the 2012 scholarship.

Agricultural shows: Sunbury and Lancefield
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — Over the last two
weekends I have had the opportunity of attending two
agricultural shows that I am very pleased continue to be
held in my electorate. The Sunbury Agricultural Show
is now in its 92nd year. I would like to congratulate the
committee members on their hard work in putting that
show on once again. Also last Sunday I had the
pleasure of attending the Lancefield Agricultural Show,
which again involved an enormous effort by many
people over a long period. Sadly there are not too many
genuine agricultural shows left in Victoria. The
Sunbury show is held at Clarke Oval in Sunbury and
the Lancefield show is held at Lancefield Park
Recreation Reserve. Both of these facilities are
extraordinarily well kept, and they looked magnificent
on both days.
Where else would you go to see runaway pigs,
prize-winning rabbits, cake decorating and vegetable
creatures, to name but a few of the exhibitions? Both
shows are keenly supported by their respective
councils — the Sunbury show by the Hume City
Council and the Lancefield show by Macedon Ranges
Shire Council. They attract many locals and visitors
from far afield. It is wonderful to see horsemanship on
display and the pride the exhibitors take in preparing
their animals for the show. Whether it be goats, alpacas,
sheep, cattle or dogs competing in the dog high jump or
the small dog dash, there is something for everyone. I
pay tribute to all committee members for their hard
work.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Burwood electorate: youth forum
Mr WATT (Burwood) — On 17 October I held the
Burwood Youth Forum at Parliament House with the
Minister for Youth Affairs. All schools in the Burwood
electorate were invited. I extend a thankyou to all the
students who participated from Ashwood College,
Salesian College, Wattle Park Primary School, Roberts
McCubbin Primary School, Ashburton Primary School,
Solway Primary School, St Michael’s Primary School,
St Benedict’s Primary School and St Cecelia’s Primary
School, which is located just outside my electorate.
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Our Lady of Perpetual Succour School: fete
Mr WATT — On 20 October I attended the fete at
Our Lady of Perpetual Succour primary school. It was a
great event that I was able to enjoy with my own boys. I
congratulate the principal, Patrick Torpey, and all the
staff and parents who put in a lot of effort to make the
event such a success.

Rowen Street Kindergarten: fun day
Mr WATT — On 21 October I attended the Rowen
Street Kindergarten fun day. It was a great event with
lots of activities for families around the area. I
congratulate the president, Amanda, and all the staff
and parents, who put in a lot of effort to make the event
such a success.

Camberwell Lacrosse Club: junior
presentations
Mr WATT — On 21 October I attended the
Camberwell Lacrosse Club junior presentations and
tried my hand at the game when I joined parents in a
match against some of the juniors. For the record, the
parents triumphed in my particular match 4 to 3. It was
great to see such an active bunch of young athletes
running around, and I congratulate the club on all the
efforts it makes throughout the year.

Economy: government achievements
Mr WATT — Congratulations to the Treasurer on
such a magnificent first full financial year result. For
those who missed it, the financial results showed that
the revenue in the 2011–12 budget was underestimated
by just 0.0339 per cent and expenditure by just
0.02583 per cent, meaning that the surplus was
underestimated by just 0.00801 per cent — a real
testament — —
The SPEAKER — Time!

V/Line: rolling stock
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — Last night the
Liberal Minister for Public Transport refused once
again to get on with the job of ordering new V/Line
carriages to meet increasing demand. Instead he is
happy to sit back while passengers are crushed on
services, punctuality targets fail to be met and further
significant disruptions occur on all regional lines,
affecting passengers. His answer to these problems is to
add time to commuters’ journeys so that passengers
have to wait even longer pondering his incompetence.
We know the minister has been fiddling with timetables
while regional services have continued to get worse, but
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now we also know what the minister meant when he
said last night in the house that he was working on the
contracts to get them right and that he was going to do
things differently — indeed he is doing things
differently.
Regional commuters will be even angrier to learn that
the minister has delayed ordering the additional
carriages in order to change their name in his letter to
the Treasurer from ‘regional rolling stock’ to ‘V/Line
country railcars’. The letter prepared by the minister’s
own department to the Treasurer to sign off on the
order of 34 new regional carriages has been delayed in
order for the minister to put his own little stamp on the
Victorian public transport network.
Despite the urgent need for these carriages the Liberal
minister has delayed sending the final letter to the
Treasurer in order to rename ‘carriages’ as ‘railcars’
and ‘regional carriages’ as ‘V/Line country railcars’.
While the minister’s department clearly regards him as
a bit of a laughing stock, no doubt commuters will fail
to see the funny side of the minister’s ridiculous delays,
given that they will be unlikely to see any new regional
carriages for almost two years. To prove the point, one
part of the letter shows the minister did not break out
the red pen to change what was the expected delivery
date for the first new carriage — July 2014 at the
earliest.

Fire services levy: reform
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I must say I am
astounded but not surprised at some of the commentary
coming from state Labor with respect to reforms for a
fairer and more equitable fire services levy. It just does
not make any sense that fire services are funded
through insurance premiums when people might
underinsure or not even insure at all. A property-based
levy is a much fairer system, and this was espoused
strongly during a community meeting conducted in
Traralgon during the course of feedback received when
the fire services levy options paper was open for
discussion.
The Henry tax review recommended the introduction of
a property-based fire services levy in Victoria, and the
2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission
recommendation 64 also stated that a property-based
levy and concessions for low-income earners should be
implemented. This is exactly what our government is
doing, and I can assure the house that for regional
businesses that are paying in some instances 95 per cent
on top of their insurance premium these reforms are
most welcome, particularly given that Labor failed and
refused to act.
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Alan Wilson
Mr NORTHE — Speaking of insurance and
business, I want to acknowledge Alan Wilson from
Alan Wilson Insurance Brokers in Traralgon, who was
recently named the inaugural winner of the National
Insurance Brokers Association Broker of the Year. This
is a great testament to Alan and his staff. I have
witnessed firsthand the compassion and dedication
displayed by Alan Wilson Insurance Brokers,
particularly post the bushfires of 2009, so this award is
most deserved. On behalf of our local community I say
congratulations to Alan for his many years of dedicated
service and passion for our region and his industry, and
I am sure that like many others he will welcome the
new and fairer equitable fire services levy.

Andrew Thomas
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with a heavy heart
that I advise the house that a dear friend of mine and a
28-year member of the Labor Party, Andrew Thomas,
sadly passed away last Friday morning as a result of
heart failure. It was a deep shock to everyone who
knew him. He was always a fit and active man who
supported his community. He was a member of the
Country Fire Authority and he was active in the Arthurs
Creek Cemetery Trust. He helped so many people and
friends who had been deeply affected by the Black
Saturday fires. Andrew was an engineer by profession,
and he was constantly using those skills in a voluntary
capacity to help the community.
It is deeply saddening to me that I will not be able to
join his wife of 36 years, Judi, at the funeral in Eltham.
My deepest sympathies go to Judi, her daughter Jodie
and her grandchildren Zayne, Campbell, Kade and
Bonnie.
Andrew gave 28 years of loyal service to the Labor
Party. He believed in helping his community and being
active in it. He has been taken from us too soon. I was
pleased that I was able to give him some comfort in the
last month of his illness. I gave him a copy of Steve
Bracks’s book, and he was happy to read it. Vale
Andrew Thomas.

Opposition: families policy
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — How hypocritical it was
of the state opposition to criticise and condemn the
coalition’s families statement in 2010. Actions speak
louder than words. I witnessed firsthand last night the
state Labor Party’s callous disregard for family. As a
result of the state opposition’s refusal to grant me a pair
after numerous requests by the leadership team, I was
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the only mother who missed her son’s year 12
valedictory dinner. Some members of the opposition
were clearly embarrassed by their leader’s decision, and
they demonstrated that they are not unified by
expressing their disbelief at such a callous decision.
This demonstrates that Labor clearly does not care
about Victorian families.

Mates Day on the Bay
Mrs BAUER — Mates Day on the Bay was another
outstanding success. Held on Sunday, 21 October, it is
a much-loved event supported by the Futurefish
Foundation that both the boating community and its
guests with a disability look forward to. The weather
held out, allowing 75 boats to take more than
170 guests out on Port Phillip Bay. The event is a team
effort, and I thank all involved who volunteered to
make the day a memorable one, including David
Kramer, Paul Worsteling, Futurefish, the Hogans at
Launchingway and Victoria Police. I enjoyed
welcoming guests with Anthony Hurst, executive
director of Fisheries Victoria.

Carrum electorate: centenaries
Mrs BAUER — There have been 100 reasons to
celebrate this week with the 100-year anniversaries of
the Chelsea Primary School, the Patterson River Fire
Brigade, incorporating the Chelsea and Carrum
volunteer fire brigades, and the Edithvale Uniting
Church.

Planning: Edgars Creek parkland
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — The Minister
for Planning, Matthew Guy, should sign the letter to
Moreland City Council providing Edgars Creek land to
the people of Moreland. For two years he has sat on this
letter. It is time he acted.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for making
statements has now concluded.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Federal government: funding cuts
The SPEAKER — Order! I have accepted a
statement from the Treasurer proposing the following
matter of public importance for discussion:
That this house condemns the federal Labor government for
attacking Victorian families and this state’s economy with
mini-budget cuts which are the direct consequence of its poor
national economic and financial management.
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Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — This is a matter of
public importance (MPI) which one would hope every
single member in this chamber would support: that this
house condemns the federal Labor government for
attacking Victorian families and this state’s economy
with mini-budget cuts which are the direct consequence
of its poor national economic and financial
management. It is an attack on Victorian families and,
as I said, we hope that all members of Parliament in this
chamber will support this MPI. It is about state Labor
putting Victoria and the needs of Victorian families
first, above its Labor mates in Canberra. The federal
government cuts are a direct attack on front-line
services in health and hospitals.
As I said yesterday, these cuts show that federal
Treasurer, Wayne Swan, is the no. 1 hypocrite in this
country. Let me tell the house why. A report by Peter
Martin in the Age of 20 October says:
Treasurer Wayne Swan has reaffirmed his commitment to
balance the budget next week but says —

and this is the point —
he will cut with care, doing —

and I continue to quote —
‘everything possible to protect jobs and help pave the way for
classic Labor reforms’.

Taking the axe to the front line of health and hospitals
is, evidently to Wayne Swan, a classic Labor reform. In
the article Swan goes on to say:
In balancing the budget, the Gillard government has made
sensible spending cuts while winding back inefficient and
outdated tax concessions. We have balanced fiscal discipline
with continuing investments in people —

cutting the front line of health is an investment in
people, according to Wayne Swan —
our most valuable natural resource — through vital reforms in
skills and education, a national broadband network —

and that is working out well —
and the national disability insurance scheme …

It is interesting that this morning we found out via more
media comment that specific front-line areas to be hit
include public hospitals, schools, universities and
training.
In health, the Gillard government has confirmed cuts of
$67 million — —
An honourable member — How much?
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Mr WELLS — It is $67 million in 2012–13 to
Victoria’s public health system under the health reform
payments. Those front-line services include the
emergency departments of hospitals, elective surgery
and other important front-line public hospital services.
Further, Labor members who got up this morning to
give notices of motion about waiting lists in this state
were hypocritical. They went through a number of
examples, but not once did I hear them talk about the
cuts that are to take place under the Gillard government
and its hypocritical Treasurer, Wayne Swan — not one
word. Those opposite are very keen to get up and talk
about what the state has done. They do not mention that
we have spent a record amount on health, and when it
came to Wayne Swan cutting a front-line service they
do not say a word.
While there will be a $67 million cut to front-line
hospital services in this financial year, over four
years — can you believe it — $435 million will be cut
from public hospitals and other front-line health service
providers. That is a disgraceful situation. This is on top
of the cuts to the private health insurance rebate, which
will further reduce the incentive for Victorians to take
out insurance and place greater pressure on public
hospitals. I know state Labor hates private health
insurance; it hates it with a passion. It is interesting that
in the Herald Sun today — —
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the growth in costs in that portfolio. The federal
government has cut that indexation, which means there
will be a real cut to the education portfolio. Over four
years total funding will be cut by $257 million, which
will be spread across government, Catholic and
independent schools. It is fascinating that the biggest
cuts will be in the two areas that Labor says it
champions — that is, health and education.
Let us look at the areas of skills and vocational training,
which clearly demonstrate how hypocritical Labor is. It
was very clear when the Baillieu government came to
office that we had a VET (vocational education and
training) system that was unsustainable; the cost
blow-out over the four-year period was close to
$2 billion. It is ironic that for months state Labor has
been out talking about the TAFE cuts, but when Wayne
Swan lays the boot into the VET system that is okay; it
is acceptable. It is okay for Wayne Swan to lay the boot
in, but if we are trying to fix the problem and make it
more sustainable, then there is an issue.
Even when we say we are going to increase every
single apprenticeship subsidy or increase funding for
growth areas such as child services, disability or aged
care, there is further criticism from the opposition. We
must never allow the Victorian public to forget that the
former Labor government allowed a system to exist
where 9000 fitness trainers — —

Mr Nardella interjected.
An honourable member — How many?
Mr WELLS — I am just mentioning this; it might
be of interest. I know some people in the opposition do
not read the Herald Sun. The article is about another
federal Labor government reform. Let us see who it
attacks. Under the headline ‘Pain of health subsidy
slash’ the article states:
Pensioners and retirees who want to join a health fund to
avoid public hospital queues will have to pay hundreds of
dollars more and are the hidden victims of this week’s
mini-budget.
A 55-year-old who purchased insurance at age 50 would pay
an extra $180 a year in premiums on a $1500 policy after the
federal government announced it would next year axe the
30 per cent subsidy that currently applied to lifetime health
cover penalties.

This is another Labor reform that says, ‘Let’s get stuck
into the pensioners of Victoria’.
The area of education is interesting. There will be a
reduction of $55 million in funding to Victorian schools
in the current year due to the reduced indexation factor,
and I am sure the Minister for Education will say more
about that. When the federal government gives money
to the state there is an indexation factor which covers

Mr WELLS — There were 9000 fitness trainers in
the system when there were jobs for only 800 of them,
and in many cases they received a cash bonus or an
iPad for finishing a course that they had not paid for in
the first place. What sort of system is that?
Mr Nardella — It’s your system.
Mr WELLS — I love it when Labor wants to
rewrite history. All of a sudden it is not its system, it is
our system. Let me explain it to the member for
Melton. The cost of the TAFE system — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WELLS — That is not a good look. The cost of
the TAFE system was $850 million. That was the base
cost. In just two years — —
Mr Nardella — Your two years.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr WELLS — In just two years the cost went to
$1.35 billion — that is, a $500 million increase in just
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two years. It is fascinating that Senator Chris Evans,
federal Minister for Tertiary Education, Skills, Science
and Research, said:
Mr Baillieu and Mr Abbott are undermining the Gillard
government’s training effort …

But what did we see from the federal Labor
government yesterday? Big new cuts to apprenticeships
and training. We have put in $1 billion over the forward
estimates period. Nationally the Gillard government has
cut around $380 million in net terms from the skills
programs and in-need programs, including
apprenticeship incentives for mature workers.
Previously if someone lost their job, they went back
and did a course, and there was an incentive in place to
put on mature workers. What did the Gillard
government do? It changed the program and the
funding.
The Australian Apprenticeships Incentives program and
the Australian Apprenticeships Access program have
also been cut. While Chris Evans is out there saying
that the Baillieu government has made these changes
and he does not believe they are right, the federal
government’s next effort is to cut $380 million. There
are further cuts to the universities and there is a
reduction in funding for direct research and research
facilitation, as well as reductions in student financial
support. These are all Labor reforms.
It is alarming that the Gillard government continues to
provide no detail as to how it is going to fund its big
promises. There is no detail on Gonski, the national
disability insurance scheme or how the federal
government is going to pay for the social and
community services workers, and there is still no clarity
on several national partnerships that will expire in 2013.
The hypocrisy in all this is where state Labor stands. I
have not heard one word from state Labor about the
cuts. One would think the shadow Treasurer would be
out there screaming. He used to be the minister for
finance. He knows what we do when it comes to
national partnerships. Not one word is said, and that is a
disgrace. It demonstrates that state Labor members put
their federal Labor mates ahead of Victorian families.
Victorian families come second for state Labor.
There is a theme here. When it came to the federal
government cutting the GST revenue we receive from
94 cents to 90 cents, when it came to appropriate
funding for regional rail and when it came to the
cessation and non-replacement of the elective surgery
waiting list reduction plan, we heard not one word from
state Labor. We still do not know where state Labor
stands on the carbon tax. When it comes to
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occupational health and safety and all these other
crucial partnerships we have with the federal
government, we have heard not one word from state
Labor.
State Labor’s ideas for fixing the economy are having
another public holiday, changing the sauce bottles here
at Parliament House and giving the kids sunglasses.
How in blue blazes is that supposed to fix the
economy? We could never, ever trust state Labor with
money or with major projects. State Labor needs to
hang its head in shame.
Mr HOLDING (Lyndhurst) — It is always a pleasure
to follow the member for Scoresby in this place. It was the
conservative satirist William F. Buckley, Jr, who said:
I won’t insult your intelligence by suggesting that you really
believe what you just said.

The trouble is that the member for Scoresby does
believe the nonsense that he just said. As André Gide, a
winner of the Nobel Prize for literature, wrote:
The true hypocrite —

and the member for Scoresby was making much of
suggestions of hypocrisy —
is the one who ceases to perceive his deception, the one who
lies with sincerity.

I will be the last person on earth to suggest that the
member for Scoresby does anything with sincerity, but
I have to say, Speaker, imagine being condemned by
the member for Scoresby for poor economic and
financial management! That is what this matter of
public importance (MPI) asks us to do. The MPI put
forward by the member for Scoresby asks this house to
condemn the federal government for its poor economic
and financial management.
Mr Wells — Hear, hear!
Mr HOLDING — ‘Hear, hear!’, the member for
Scoresby says. Let us look at the poor economic and
financial management that the member for Scoresby
asks us to condemn.
Net debt for advanced economies peaks at 95 per cent
of gross domestic product — 10 times greater than the
Australian peak of 10 per cent in 2011–12. The
Australian economy is 11 per cent bigger than when the
government came to office in 2007. How does that
compare? The US is 1.7 per cent bigger, the eurozone is
1.9 per cent smaller and Japan is 1.3 per cent smaller.
The Australian economy is 11 per cent bigger than
when the federal Labor government came to office in
2007, yet the member for Scoresby wants this house to
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condemn the federal government for its economic and
financial management. Every advanced economy in the
world, except Japan, has higher unemployment than
Australia, and the federal budget will be back in surplus
before that of every major advanced economy in the
world, yet the member for Scoresby comes into this
place and puts forward an MPI asking us to condemn
the federal government for its poor financial and
economic management.
Let us just for a moment pretend that the member for
Scoresby believes the nonsense he is peddling about the
federal government’s financial management. The
federal government is a government that faced the
greatest financial crisis the world has seen since the
Great Depression. The policies the federal government
put in place — the economic stimulus it put in place —
guaranteed that Australians remained in jobs and our
economy remained strong over that period. While the
rest of the advanced world is still reeling from the
ramifications and impacts of the global financial crisis,
the Australian economy has continued to go from
strength to strength in extraordinarily difficult times.
Yet the member for Scoresby, the financial genius from
Scoresby, comes into this house and says that the
federal government should be condemned for its
economic and financial stewardship of Australia.
At the same time what has the member for Scoresby
presided over here in Victoria? He has presided over
the loss of 40 000 jobs since the Baillieu government
came to office. Scarcely a week goes by without
another iconic Victorian company announcing that it is
either reviewing its operations or cutting its labour
force. ANZ, Qantas, Ford, Toyota, Bosch, Heinz, CMI
and Alcoa have all let workers go in Victoria on this
Treasurer’s watch, and dozens of other Victorian
companies have let their workforces go. On this
Treasurer’s watch the construction industry has lost
about 20 per cent of its Victorian workforce, and he
wants this house to condemn the federal government
for its financial and economic management — the very
management that has seen Australia get through the
worst global financial crisis since the Great Depression.
On his own watch he has seen a capital flight and a jobs
crisis hit the Victorian community.
At the same time as the Treasurer has presided over this
jobs crisis, on his watch we see net debt set to be higher
for this state than it was ever forecast to be under
Labor — that is, not only higher than it ever was under
Labor but higher than it was ever forecast to be over the
forward estimates period. This is the Treasurer who
asks us to condemn the federal government for its
financial and economic management and presumably
congratulate the Victorian government on its fantastic
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stewardship of the Victorian budget position. When it
came to office, it inherited a budget which was in
surplus and which had strong and sustainable surpluses
over the forward estimates period. It inherited a budget
that had recorded a surplus each and every year Labor
was in office. It inherited a AAA-rated balance sheet
that was lauded by Standard and Poor’s and Moody’s in
all their commentary.
The Treasurer asks this house to condemn the federal
government for its economic and financial stewardship,
and he does so under the guise of saying the
government here in Victoria is standing up for families
and the federal government cannot be trusted to stand
up for families. Let us judge him by his own rhetoric;
let us judge the deed and not the creed, because that is
what the Treasurer asks us to do.
Government members say they are members of the
pro-family party in Victoria. They say they are standing
up for Victorian families, but what have they done to
stand up for Victorian families? We know that they
abolished the School Start bonus. After means testing it
to make sure that only the most disadvantaged families
were getting it, they then abolished it, yet they ask us to
believe they are standing up for Victorian families.
They slashed the education maintenance allowance. It
is an allowance deliberately targeted towards those
schools and students who are most disadvantaged in our
community, yet what did they do? They actually
slashed the schools component of the education
maintenance allowance. Let us not have any Victorian
believing this government is genuine in crying
crocodile tears and asserting that it somehow stands up
for Victorian families.
What did government members do with the first home
bonus? Speaker, look at government members sitting
opposite, silent at the condemnation of their own
Treasurer. The first home bonus was introduced in this
state to boost the construction industry and make it
easier for Victorian families to purchase their first
home. While every other state in Australia is looking at
their arrangements for supporting first home owners,
what has this state government done? New South
Wales has upped the bonus for newly constructed
homes for first home owners to $15 000, South
Australia upped its bonus for newly constructed homes
to $15 000 and Queensland has upped its bonus for
newly constructed homes for first home owners to
$15 000. What has happened here in Victoria? This
government has abolished the first home bonus for
newly constructed homes. Our bonus gave a shot in the
arm to the construction industry right at the height of
the global financial crisis, right when the construction
industry needed that support and right when first home
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owners needed help in buying their new home; yet this
government that claims to be standing up for Victorian
families abolished that bonus in its second budget.
Shame on government members for cutting into the
aspirations of Victorian families to purchase their first
home.
Then the Treasurer has the audacity to come into this
place and lecture Victorians about the government’s
record on TAFE. This government has cut over
$1 billion out of the TAFE budget over the next four
years. These are the harshest cuts to TAFE we have
seen in Victorian history.
Mr Clark — We are putting more in.
Mr HOLDING — The Minister for Finance, who is
at the table, said, ‘We’re putting more in’. What
Orwellian sophistry that is, Speaker. The government is
taking more than $1 billion out. Thousands of TAFE
teachers will be losing their jobs and are losing their
jobs right now. TAFE campuses will be closing across
the state, including in regional Victoria, and for many
of those communities those TAFE campuses may never
return. TAFE course fees are going up, which will
make it more difficult for Victorian families to access
the skills they need to provide a more highly skilled
workforce.
Yet what do we hear from the Treasurer, the member
for Scoresby, who is in this place asking us to condemn
the federal government for its economic and financial
management? We hear from him his belief that the best
way to support the Victorian economy is to boost
productivity. That is what he has been saying. At every
opportunity he gets he stands up and lectures this house
about productivity and says that is the path to salvation
for the Victorian economy. How do you boost
productivity? You boost productivity by investing in
infrastructure that makes your economy work more
efficiently and by investing in the skills and training of
the Victorian people so that a more highly skilled
workforce is more capable of competing in a globally
focused economy.
What has this government done? It has turned off the
infrastructure pipeline for those vitally needed projects
that would make Victoria more competitive by
reducing congestion and by making our freight and
logistics system work more effectively. What has the
government done to boost skills and training? What
else has it done? It has taken the axe to the TAFE
system, slashing more than $1 billion out of TAFE over
the next four years, the harshest cuts that our TAFE
system has ever seen.
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When the Treasurer comes in here and lectures the
federal government about its financial and economic
management, he should look at its record. He should
look at the growth that the Australian economy has
enjoyed in incredibly difficult economic times, and he
should reflect on his own performance — the jobs crisis
and the flight of capital from Victoria that he has
presided over. He should reflect on his own
performance in terms of delivering infrastructure
projects that will make our economy more competitive.
He should reflect on his own policies of cutting billions
of dollars out of the TAFE system and mortgaging the
future of Victorian families that rely on that system to
be able to see investment in the skills and training of
their children.
The Treasurer had a lot to say about hypocrisy. In the
19th century Abraham Lincoln defined a hypocrite as:
The man who murdered his parents, and then pleaded for
mercy on the grounds that he was an orphan.

In the 20th century Adlai Stevenson said:
A hypocrite is the kind of politician who would cut down a
redwood tree, then mount the stump and make a speech for
conservation.

The member for Scoresby, the Treasurer, has now
modernised it for the 21st century. He asks this house to
condemn the best-managed advanced economy in the
world while presiding over an investment flight and a
jobs crisis here in Victoria.
Every member of the government knows that while the
member for Scoresby remains the Treasurer in this state
those opposite will have no credibility when they speak
about economic and financial management. Those
opposite will not be able to prosecute the case they
want to prosecute to Victorians that somehow they are
superior economic managers for Victoria. Every
Victorian knows that while the member for
Scoresby — the man who could not tell the difference
between recurrent and capital expenditure — remains
the Treasurer in this state we will continue to see the
sorts of performances that we saw in his now notorious
carbon tax interview, where he did not know what
domestic abatement was. Victorians will see that the
Treasurer when he was in opposition just about caused
a run on Members Equity Bank with his irresponsible
and reckless comments.
This motion should be condemned. It should be
opposed; it cannot be supported.
Dr Sykes interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I think it is probably a
good idea that the member for Benalla is leaving the
chamber for a little while.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — If there is one
truism in politics, it is that you cannot trust Labor with
money. You need look no further than the current
federal Labor government to see that demonstrated in
abundance. Members should look at its so-called
response to the global economic crisis, look at what it
did with pink batts, look at the school halls program
and look at the national broadband network. Each and
every one of those projects has been a complete
disaster. Tragic deaths arose from the pink batts
program, hundreds of millions of dollars were wasted
through misdeployment of school halls and other
school projects under the BER program, and the
national broadband network is at risk of being
overtaken by new technology, after billions of dollars
of taxpayers money has been dug into the ground.
The member for Lyndhurst had the nerve to tell this
house that the reason the Australian economy was
performing well was the actions of the Rudd and
Gillard governments. I think every thoughtful and
perceptive Australian can draw the contrast between
how Australia has fared under the Rudd and Gillard
governments and how it would have fared had John
Howard and Peter Costello remained in charge of the
national economy. The reason that Australia has not
fared as badly as some international economies in the
global economic downturn is the enormous strength of
the national economy that was left by the
Howard-Costello administration. Just about every
action of the Gillard and Rudd governments has
detracted from that strength, has undermined national
confidence and has weakened the national economy.
And Victoria is paying a heavy price for that.
The member for Lyndhurst spoke about the state
budget. He is probably very lucky that he has not been
trying to manage a budget that has had more than
$4 billion ripped out of it courtesy of the actions and
inactions of the federal Rudd and Gillard governments,
and of course more will be added on top of that with the
economic statement handed down earlier in the week.
The Rudd and Gillard governments would have to be
vying with the Whitlam government for the title of
worst Labor government in Australia’s history. One
looks back almost with nostalgia to the era of the
Hawke-Keating government. That government also
certainly managed to trash the federal budget and leave
the Howard-Costello government with a huge deficit to
attempt to tackle. However, at least the Hawke-Keating
government had an agenda of economic reform, at least
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it supported the Hilmer reform and at least it undertook
fundamental changes such as floating the Australian
dollar, fixing up government business enterprises and
encouraging a national economic reform agenda. We
have seen nothing of that in the Rudd and Gillard
governments. The federal government is aimlessly
lunging from crisis to crisis, with no economic
direction; it is undermining the confidence of the
investment community through its flip-flops over things
such as the mining tax, constant adjustments and
changes to the superannuation regime, the complete
lack of certainty that investors need and the arbitrary
last-minute interventions in relation to exports to
Indonesia in relation to shipping vessels in Australian
waters.
Everything the federal government does undermines
national economic certainty. Not least of all, of course,
are its chronic failure to stand up to the building and
construction industry unions, its abolition of the Office
of the Australian Building and Construction
Commissioner and its heralding of a return to the bad
old days of industrial mayhem on construction sites
around the nation, which of course impacts on
construction costs and makes it far more difficult for
state and territory governments to afford vital
infrastructure. The economic statement that the federal
government delivered earlier in the week is yet another
demonstration of the Rudd and Gillard governments’
failure to manage properly and another demonstration
of the fact that you cannot trust Labor with money.
Instead of doing the hard work of tackling inefficiencies
to get better value for money for Australian taxpayers
by looking at bloated back offices and reducing
overstaffing and inefficient staffing within the
commonwealth public sector, for which that sector is
notorious, the federal government is inflicting costs not
only on individual Australians but in particular on state
government budgets around the nation. It is hardly
necessary for me to remind this house that when it
comes to service delivery in Australia the pre-eminent
deliverers of government services to the community are
the state and territory governments. When the federal
government cuts funding to the states it is cutting into
the funding that is available for services to the
community.
We need only look at some of the detail that was in the
package presented earlier this week to see this shown
yet again — to see that in health there has been a cut of
$67 million in the current financial year under the
health reform payment cuts. These will total up to
$435 million to Victoria over the next four years, and of
course those cuts will go straight through to public
hospitals and other front-line health service providers.
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That comes on top of what the federal Treasurer
referred to — that is, the further attack on the private
health insurance rebate, reducing the incentives for
Victorians to take out insurance and placing even
greater pressure on the public hospital system.
In the education portfolio we have seen a reduction of
$55 million in the current year to Victorian schools due
to a reduced indexation factor. Over four years the total
funding reduction is $257 million to be spread across
government and private schools. In those two core
areas, where Labor likes to wear its heart on its sleeve
and boast about the importance it attaches to health and
education, the federal government is cutting into the
funding available to the states to provide those services.
There have been remarks about what is happening in
relation to skills. With the Victorian government
seeking to strengthen funding for apprenticeships, the
federal government is cutting funding for
apprenticeships and training and $380 million in net
terms from the Skills in Need program, including its
apprenticeship incentives for mature workers. The
Australian Apprenticeships Incentives program and the
Australian Apprenticeships Access program have also
been cut and money has been taken out of the Trade
Training Centres in Schools program. Again on the one
hand Labor talks about the importance of education, but
when it comes to delivery it is cutting into funding for
it.
We see that yet again in relation to the Gonski package.
There are still no details as to the commonwealth’s
proposed funding arrangements for the Gonski
package, nor any details about federal Labor’s proposed
funding arrangements for the national disability
insurance scheme. These are supposed to be core
elements of Labor’s philosophy of standing up for those
in need, but yet again the federal Labor government is
failing to deliver — and certainly not least in relation to
the pay equity decision for social and community
services workers. We all recall Prime Minister Gillard
telling those workers that she would stand up for them,
that she would campaign for wage increases for them
and that the commonwealth would pay what the Prime
Minister referred to as the ‘commonwealth’s fair share’
of any wage increase that was awarded. On the latest
figures available to the state, the proposed
commonwealth funding to pay what it claimed would
be its contribution to meet its fair share of the pay
increases for those workers appears to be tens of
millions of dollars short of what would truly be the
commonwealth’s fair share.
Despite all this, as the Treasurer has pointed out, you
have members on the other side of the house time and
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again complaining about the measures being
undertaken by the current state government, yet there is
not a word from them about what their federal Labor
counterparts are doing. What have those members been
saying about the cuts to Victoria’s GST funding? What
have they been saying about the fact that Victoria’s per
capita share of commonwealth infrastructure spending
is the lowest of any state in Australia? What have they
been saying about the commonwealth’s refusal to
exclude regional rail link funding from the
Commonwealth Grants Commission’s redistribution?
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — What an extraordinary
contribution by the Treasurer: to discuss hypocrisy in
relation to cutting front-line health and education
services. What an extraordinary performance lacking in
all self-reflection. It is amazing that the Treasurer could
stand up, as the member for Scoresby in this place, and
attack another level of government for disgraceful cuts,
as he described them, to health and education services,
and also talk about cutting indexation. With the
indulgence of the house, it is amazing for the Treasurer
to attack the cutting of indexation in a midyear budget
update when in the 2011–12 state budget update
undertaken by him significant cuts were made to
expenditure that included cutting the annual escalation
funding, which is the indexation rate.
The hypocrisy is clear, and it is perpetrated by the
member for Scoresby. If there were a title to be
awarded for the no. 1 hypocrite, which is what the
member wanted to award to the federal government, it
would lie with him. To come into this place and seek to
eviscerate another level of government for cuts to
health and education when over $6 billion — those are
not my figures, they are figures from the Victorian
government’s own last budget — of cuts are outlined in
the 2011–12 Victorian budget update. That update was
snuck out a few days before Christmas — like the
Grinch attempting to steal Christmas — announcing
that 3600 people had lost their jobs, and in the 2012–13
budget there are cuts of more than $6 billion.
People have given figures about the cuts to health and
education, but we do not know the full scope of the
Victorian cuts to health and education that have been
outlined in those three steps, because the government in
its 2011–12 budget published what the quantum of
those cuts were across the out years, but then it
discovered that the Australian Education Union and
others would make use of this information and
campaign amongst the public to inform people about
the nature of those cuts. When it comes to this budget,
members can look for the budget cuts to see what the
impacts will be by department over the out years —
obviously these are budget cuts in this financial year —
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but they will not find that information, because this
government shamefully has hidden those budget cuts
and sought to hide their impact on services for
Victorians. The government comes into this place and
attacks others for hypocrisy when it is itself making
cuts. Not only that, it is so embarrassed about its cuts to
operational services that the member for Scoresby who
is the author of the budget — his name appears on the
front — hides the nature of the cuts he has made. Talk
about hypocrisy! Has the man no shame at all!
The member for Scoresby talked about economic
management, and the member for Lyndhurst touched
upon the impact of infrastructure expenditure. It is
worth talking about the hypocrisy of the member for
Scoresby in raising productivity in that context, because
the member for Scoresby is presiding over significant
cuts to infrastructure expenditure. If members go to the
budget papers or the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee’s report, they can see quite clearly that
infrastructure expenditure is dropping as a proportion of
gross state product.
Mr Watt interjected.
Mr SCOTT — I hear the interjections. The cuts to
infrastructure expenditure in the out years were ably
examined by the government-dominated Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee, and show that
infrastructure expenditure in the 2014–15 year is
budgeted to drop below depreciation. Members need to
understand that. The infrastructure expenditure of the
general government sector, which adds to productivity
and to economic performance is due to drop below
depreciation. We will be building less than is wearing
away over time.
That is the government’s own policy, by the order of
the member for Scoresby, who came into this place to
discuss hypocrisy and economic mismanagement. He
made productivity the centrepiece of his argument, but
as the member for Lyndhurst so ably outlined,
infrastructure investment drives productivity, yet the
government plans to shrink the overall asset base of the
state in the out years. That is its budgeted aim — to
shrink the asset base of the general government sector
in this state.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr SCOTT — I will get to education and training
and the hypocrisy of the member for Scoresby in that
area too. The policies of this government are so inane
that you look to what will actually be achieved in its
first term. You can tell what it will achieve in
infrastructure, which adds to productivity and is about
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economic management and on which the member for
Scoresby was so keen to eviscerate the federal
government, by looking at what unallocated capital
remains in the out years in the budget documents
produced by the member for Scoresby as the Treasurer.
In 2013–14 and 2014–15 there is a little over $1 billion
of unallocated capital. That means that new projects
that are unallocated already are worth a little over
$1 billion. Spending on new infrastructure that will be
invested in in the state, infrastructure for which funding
has not already been allocated, so not existing
projects — and nearly all those existing projects are
projects of the former government — is a little over
$1 billion. The public will look at the pitiful return on
the infrastructure program of this government and see
the real impact on productivity and the economic
performance of Victoria and what is in the tank to be
rolled out.
Then we get to the hypocrisy on education. The
hypocrisy of the member for Scoresby in putting
education and health front and centre in his contribution
to this debate is amazing considering the savage cuts to
TAFE that were outlined by the member for Lyndhurst.
If government members wish to make TAFE cuts the
centrepiece of the public discourse, bring it on.
Opposition members have been seeking the input of the
community through petitions on the TAFE sector, and I
have never seen a response to any petition like the
response to the TAFE petitions. This has struck a chord
in the community. The community knows that proper
investment in the TAFE sector is a key, not just to
social mobility and the ability of people to get skilled
jobs but also to economic performance and increased
productivity. Let the cuts the government is making be
the centrepiece of public policy debate over the next
two years, because the public will speak loudly and
clearly on them.
Then we get to the impact of the cuts that have been
undertaken by the member for Scoresby, who has come
into this place to eviscerate others in terms of the health
system. Surgery waiting lists have been increasing. The
Victorian Health Services Performance Report details
that more than 7000 additional Victorians are waiting
for treatment than when the Baillieu government took
office.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SCOTT — Members wish me to return to the
matter of public importance. I do not support it because,
like the member for Lyndhurst — and I have to beg to
differ from government speakers — I believe that
during the recent economic crisis the federal
government has performed best out of all developed
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western economies. What would we have from
members opposite? What do they really want? I heard
the Attorney-General, who is the member for Box Hill,
criticise the stimulus package. What would the
alternative be? Would it be European-style austerity?
Do government members really want the sort of
policies that are being rolled out in the UK? During the
height of the financial crisis, did they really want a
massive austerity policy? The Australian
unemployment rate is 5.4 per cent; in the UK it is
7.9 per cent; in the US it is 7.8 per cent; and in Spain,
which is a good example of the other end of economic
performance, youth unemployment is over 50 per cent.
The Australian economic performance under the
federal government stands in contrast to that of most of
the developed world.
For the member for Scoresby to come into this place
and talk about cuts is the height of hypocrisy. If anyone
has the title of no. 1 hypocrite, it is the member for
Scoresby, who has presided over $6 billion of cuts to
the public service in Victoria.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to contribute to the debate on this
very important matter of public importance (MPI). This
is a discussion about the way in which the federal
government treats the Victorian community with
disdain. I listened intently to the contribution from the
shadow Treasurer. He did not make one comment
about the federal government, but instead he quoted
from literature. That was the best he could come up
with, which I must admit was better than the
contribution of the member for Essendon, who tends to
quote from episodes of Seinfeld. The member for
Lyndhurst lectured the government about financial
management, but when Victorians see the member for
Lyndhurst, they think of one thing — that is, the
desalination plant at Wonthaggi. As Minister for Water
he presided over the financial mismanagement of the
desalination plant — $2 million a day every day for
30 years — —
Mr Nardella — Wrong!
Mr WAKELING — I take up the interjection from
the member for Melton. He says this is wrong — that
Victorians will not be paying $2 million a day every
day for 30 years. I ask him and his colleagues to explain
to the Victorian people what the actual cost will be.
Will it be $2 million a day every day for 30 years? He
knows that the former government could not manage
money. I have said this before in this house. It is the
Labor DNA. Labor governments cannot manage
money. You only need to look at New South Wales,
Queensland, Tasmania, South Australia, the federal
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government and the former Victorian Labor
government to see multiple examples of a Labor Party
that cannot manage money.
I waited through 23 minutes of contributions from those
opposite to understand what Labor’s position was on
these savage cuts. We finally got a response from the
member for Preston when he said he opposes this MPI,
which can only mean that Victorian Labor is publicly
stating that it is standing shoulder to shoulder with the
federal Labor government in supporting these savage
cuts in finances to the Victorian community.
Mr Scott — I never said that.
Mr WAKELING — That is what he said. I ask him
to go back and read Hansard, because he said, ‘I
oppose this MPI’, and the MPI condemns these cuts.
He stood in this house and said, ‘I as a spokesperson for
and a frontbencher of the Labor Party am stating
publicly that we support the savage cuts’. What are the
savage cuts those opposite are supporting, shoulder to
shoulder with Julia Gillard and her frontbench? They
are in health. As Parliamentary Secretary for Health I
understand and can appreciate the significance of
investment in the health system. I know that this
government has invested record funding in the health
system, but what are we getting from federal Labor?
What are we getting that those opposite, through the
member for Preston, have publicly said they support?
We are getting a $436 million cut over four years to
Victoria’s health budget. Shoulder to shoulder they
agree to a $436 million funding cut — a cut to
front-line services, a cut that is going to affect nurses, a
cut that is going to affect doctors and, more
importantly, a cut that is going to affect Victorian
patients.
Where is the criticism from those opposite? Where is
the condemnation from those opposite of the cutting of
$436 million out of Victoria’s health system? I would
like the next speaker from the opposition to stand up in
this house and explain how a $436 million cut — a cut
that will affect front-line services in the health
system — is a positive outcome for Victoria’s health
system. I would like them to explain to Victorians who
are currently waiting to get into hospital or who are
currently in hospital how a cut of that magnitude is a
positive outcome. The answer is that we will not get a
response. The member for Preston has publicly stated
the opposition’s position. We now know Labor’s
position; it supports these savage cuts. He has said he
opposes our MPI, so one can only assume — and the
Victorian community knows — that shoulder to
shoulder they will publicly support these savage cuts to
Victoria’s health system.
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If we look at the situation with education, those
opposite talk about the significance of trade training.
Can they explain to me how a federal government
announcement of a $380 million funding cut is positive
in regard to our education system? I listened intently to
the lead speaker, the member for Lyndhurst, and I
listened intently to the contribution of the member for
Preston, but neither of them could explain to me, this
house or the Victorian community how a $380 million
funding cut — a savage funding cut — at the hands of
the federal Labor government, which those opposite
have said they are prepared to stand shoulder to
shoulder with and support, is a positive outcome for
Victoria’s education system.
In relation to trade training centres, like the member for
Warrandyte, the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change who is the minister at the table, I have such
centres in my eastern suburbs electorate, and we
understand the importance of those facilities. You
would have thought that a federal government would be
seeking to put more money into trade training services.
What do we get? Shoulder to shoulder those opposite
support a cut. Is it a cut of $1 million, $10 million or
$50 million? No, that is not enough; if you are going to
cut, make it is a deep cut. It is a $150 million funding
cut to trade training centres. Those opposite should
stand up in this house and explain to me, parents in my
community and parents in their community how a
$150 million funding cut is a positive outcome.
I do not hear interjections from those opposite. I am
more than happy to take up interjections if in fact I have
the figures wrong — if in fact it is not a $150 million
funding cut, if in fact there is not a $380 million
funding cut for the Skills in Need program or if in fact
there is not a $436 million funding cut in the health
system. If I have the figures wrong, they should let me
know. Clearly the lack of contributions from those
opposite means they are deeply embarrassed by the
actions of their federal Labor colleagues. As one Labor
member told me not so long ago, ‘We are just waiting
for them to be gone from the political landscape so we
can put Julia Gillard behind us’. There are many in this
community who would agree with that sentiment, but
we will be waiting for probably another 12 months
before the Victorian and Australian communities get
that opportunity. What do we have to put up with in the
meantime? We are putting up with not only a poor
Labor government at the federal level but also with
savage cuts to Victorian services at its hands.
Those opposite have the opportunity to pull out their
mobile phones and call the mobile numbers of their
colleagues, or even send a tweet — the member for
Albert Park is very good at that. Maybe they could
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make contact with their Labor colleagues in Canberra
and say, ‘Guys, cut this out. Julia Gillard was a bad
move. This is bad for Victoria, bad for the Victorian
community and bad for the Victorian economy. Fix it;
change it; reinstate the funding’. But what do we get?
We get nothing. We get silence. The only contribution
we get is the member for Lyndhurst quoting
Shakespeare, and we get the member for Preston, who
stands up and at least has the courage of his convictions
to say, ‘I support — —
Mr Scott — I didn’t actually say that.
Mr WAKELING — I am more than happy to take
that up. He says, ‘I do not support them; I just oppose
the MPI’. I tell you what: the MPI is condemning the
cuts. If he is not going to support it, we can only
assume he supports the cuts.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
make a contribution to the debate on this matter of
public importance. I begin by reading the matter of
public of importance:
That this house condemns the federal Labor government for
attacking Victorian families and this state’s economy with
mini budget cuts which are the direct consequence of its poor
national economic and financial management.

Let us just begin with the words in that first sentence
‘attacking Victorian families’. Since coming to office
the federal Labor government has executed many
reforms targeted at assisting families. We have had the
biggest increase in the aged pension in a century, the
provision of a landmark paid parental leave scheme, the
national disability insurance scheme, support for an
increase in employer superannuation contributions from
9 to 12 per cent, tax breaks for small business and
education reforms, including the schoolkids bonus.
It is in the education reforms that you really get to see
the contrast between the federal Labor government and
the current state coalition government. Recently the
federal Minister for Families, Community Services,
Indigenous Affairs and Disability Reform, the
Honourable Jenny Macklin, announced that the
schoolkids bonus will be paid to eligible families from
the start of terms 1 and 3. For eligible families this will
mean that $410 a year for each child in primary school
and $820 a year for each child in high school will go
right into family bank accounts. In all, the federal
government schoolkids bonus will help 1.3 million
families to pay for school expenses. But who opposed
the schoolkids bonus? That is right — the Liberal Party.
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The schoolkids bonus is providing significant relief to
families with school costs. For someone with two
teenage children in high school the schoolkids bonus
will mean something like $1600 a year.
An honourable member — Is that true?
Mr CARROLL — That is true. Let us look at the
Baillieu government’s reforms in education, as
highlighted by the shadow Treasurer! The education
maintenance allowance has been slashed and the
School Start bonus has gone. Let me begin by looking
at the Saturday Age editorial of 27 May 2012, which
states:
If you were to choose just one weapon to fight entrenched
disadvantage, the sort of grinding poverty and unemployment
that passes from one generation to another, that weapon
would be education …
…
… the Baillieu government appears to be targeting those who
most need a good education but are also at the highest risk of
not getting one.

An example in my own electorate of Niddrie is
Essendon Keilor College. Last week the college was
front-page news for having the most sets of twins of
any Victorian school. However, it also has the highest
number of maintenance issues, with 1300 maintenance
issues outstanding.
In the Herald Sun of 16 October the Minister for
Education said:
Students are front and centre, but it’s important to note the
tremendous role that parents, guardians, teachers and
principals play in supporting them.

To give some recognition where it is due, the Minister
for Education has at least visited Essendon Keilor
College and seen the issues firsthand. He needs to get
behind Labor Party policy and bring these maintenance
issues up to scratch. It is difficult to inspire students on
the relevance and importance of education when the
school around them is being neglected.
An honourable member — How many years were
you guys in power?
Mr CARROLL — I will take up that interjection.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! It is
disorderly to make interjections, and I ask the member
to ignore them. I ask government members — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Government
members! It is impolite to interject when the Chair is
speaking.
Mr CARROLL — Last Saturday, 20 October, I
attended an important community event at Essendon
Keilor College called Fun Day Out. It was great to see
the local community coming together to support its
college. It was an old-fashioned fete for which the
community came together to provide funding and
support to the school.
Let us also think about the TAFE sector. A Sunday
Herald Sun editorial of 16 June states — and members
opposite might want to think about this in the context of
2014:
The backlash is building in the bush. The last time a coalition
government felt the sting of country voters was the 1999
election when under-appreciated electorates helped sweep
Jeff Kennett from office.
The Baillieu government must review some of the TAFE
cuts, in particular the ones devastating the regions.
If Premier Ted Baillieu does not listen to the echoes of 1999,
he does so at his peril.

The Kangan Institute of TAFE is in the electorate of
Niddrie, with campuses in Essendon and Moonee
Ponds. It has had to endure a $25 million funding cut,
resulting in the closure of some 52 courses and the
retrenchment of 50 staff. Kangan chief executive Ray
Griffiths has forecast that at least another 150 to
200 jobs will go. An article in the Moonee Valley
Weekly of 18 September states:
Mr Griffiths said that in presenting its ‘transition plan’ to the
state government — the blueprint of how the TAFE would
function without significant funding — Kangan also asked for
the funding cuts to be reversed.

He said the cuts must be reversed, otherwise TAFE was
not going to be back on a sustainable level. He is
quoted as saying:
I don’t think there is any point dodging the issue; in this
transition plan, the Kangan Institute has asked the state
government to reconsider its market model and reconsider a
return of full service provider funding to public TAFE
institutes.

Let us now look at the cost of living backflips by the
current government. On the eve of the last state election
the opposition leader and now Premier promised there
would be absolutely no reduction in the number of
public servants. When asked by the ABC before the
2010 state election if he would cut the public service,
the then opposition leader and now Premier said:
No way, and we have made that very clear.
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Yet what did we see in the last two budgets? We saw
4200 public servant positions cut.
Let us look at jobs: 40 000 jobs have been lost in
Victoria since the election of the Baillieu government in
2010. Let us compare this to the Brumby government’s
record: in the last 12 months of the Brumby Labor
government the Victorian economy created some
100 000 new jobs. In the heart of the financial crisis, in
2009–10, 92 per cent of all full-time jobs created in
Australia were created right here in Victoria. What do
we have at the moment? We have 900 jobs being lost a
week. The government’s own 2012–13 budget reveals
that unemployment growth is now forecast at 0.00 per
cent.
In the Age of 2 May Tim Colebatch described the
Baillieu government’s 2012–13 budget in these terms:
… nor was there anything resembling a jobs plan, or anything
aiming to get the economy to fire on all cylinders again.

The Niddrie electorate is also a feeder to the local
aviation industry. I wish to put on record my thanks to
the Speaker and to the President in the other place for
arranging a visit to Tullamarine, which I was pleased to
attend. A few members opposite, including the
members for Burwood and Gembrook, also took part in
the tour. It was great to get that briefing.
What struck me in the briefing was the need for the
government to get behind the aviation industry. We
have seen 400 jobs cut from Qantas, and more recently
LTQ Engineering, an aircraft engine overhaul company
based in Tullamarine, axed another 164 jobs. This is
devastating news for people in the north-west. A jobs
plan is needed.
I also want to talk about the cost of living. The
government is very happy to talk about how the federal
government is hurting Victorian families, but let us
have a look at some of the reforms the state government
has instituted since coming into office. On the eve of
the last state election Mr Baillieu and Mr Ryan visited
the Keilor Bowls Club in the Niddrie electorate to make
a key election promise. I quote from a Victorian
Liberal- Nationals coalition media release of
24 November 2010, which states:
A Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition government will ease
cost of living pressures for older Victorians by funding a
year-round reduction of 17.5 per cent on their electricity bills
for concession card holders …

Now in power Premier Ted Baillieu has short-changed
hundreds of local concession card holders by cutting a
portion of that financial concession from their utility
bills. Under the cover of the federal government’s
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compensation package for the carbon price the Premier
has absolved himself from his original promise of a
state-funded, year-round 17.5 per cent reduction on
electricity bills.
I recently received an email from a constituent from
which I would like to quote. It states:
I have never contacted a politician in my life but am so angry
at the Liberal government’s sneaky ways I had to email you.
As a pensioner I knew nothing about the reduced winter
utilities concession until my bill arrived. I hope you and the
opposition make sure that the government ministers hear that
people like me are disappointed and angry.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr CARROLL — No. Members opposite interject,
but the federal government’s midyear review this week
showed that it has its policy settings on track. It is
returning a surplus to provide maximum flexibility for
the Reserve Bank of Australia to cut interest rates, and
the bank has repeatedly done so since the 2007 federal
election. Members have to remember that interest rates
went up 10 times in a row under the federal Liberal
government.
Mr Nardella — How many?
Mr CARROLL — Ten times. The federal shadow
Treasurer, Joe Hockey, admitted that interest rates went
up under the Liberals because of excessive spending by
the former federal Liberal government on what is called
middle-class welfare. Interest rates are now lower than
at any time the Liberals were in office. Our national
economy has fundamental strengths and is the envy of
the world — and the Gillard Labor government is doing
everything in its power to make sure we are a standout
economy on the international stage. We must get
behind federal Labor because it is doing a very good
job. The member for Scoresby should probably take a
couple of lessons in investment and infrastructure
strategy from federal Labor.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I welcome the opportunity
to contribute to the debate on this matter of public
importance raised by the Treasurer, the member for
Scoresby, and I congratulate him on the points he made.
I draw the attention of the house to one comment he
made in relation to the claims of the federal Treasurer,
Mr Swan, that he has ‘cut with care’. As a veterinarian,
if I had applied the same level of care when I was
cutting my calves, I would be up on animal cruelty
charges. The federal government has demonstrated
ongoing financial mismanagement for the past two to
three years. Consider the Building the Education
Revolution fiasco or rip-off, call it what you like, and
the pink batts fiasco, which are costing Australian
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taxpayers billions of dollars. The national broadband
network rollout is also going to have a massive cost
blow-out. The federal government is not going to look
after either people in regional Victoria or Victorian
families, because they are under attack from that
government.
Consider the north-eastern rail corridor fiasco, on which
the Australian Rail Track Corporation and contractors
working for it spent over $500 million, yet we have a
non-functioning rail line because federal Labor cannot
manage money. Along the way federal Labor has cut
$6.1 billion of GST revenue through the state budget,
which affects ordinary Victorians. Closer to home the
federal government is refusing to pay category C flood
assistance grants to people in the rural city of
Wangaratta, the rural city of Benalla and other
localities. The federal government does not care about
Victorians who were hurt by the 2010–11 floods and
who have clearly demonstrable claims.
Moving on to the mini-budget, we learn, as the
Treasurer highlighted, that schools are going to wear a
$257 million hit, with a $55 million hit this year.
Universities will suffer a $70 million hit. Nation wide
we are going to have $380 million cut from the Skills in
Need program and $150 million cut from trade training
centres. These are areas where we should be supporting
and encouraging young people to obtain trades and
upskill in vocations or activities that are relevant to
meet demand. The federal government is making cuts.
It is clearly out of touch with ordinary working people,
and it does not care.
We have been hit with federal cuts to the health sector.
We are looking at cuts of $436 million over four years,
of which $67 million will be in the 2012–13 financial
year. This compounds the existing very tight financial
situations in all our hospitals. In particular regional
hospitals struggle to make ends meet, as they were
forced to wear excessive cost increases during the
11 dark years of Labor mismanagement, which of
course concluded with one of the big cost blow-outs
and the not so smart HealthSMART scheme. We also
have problems with our former bush nursing hospitals,
which are struggling to cope with and meet the
demands of ordinary country Victorians.
On the topic of education, interestingly I have just been
given an article that appeared in the Australian of
4 October which states:
Tertiary education minister Chris Evans says the
government’s —

this is the federal government’s —
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$10 billion-a-year student-demand-driven system of
allocating places is not working because students have too
much choice.

We had already worked out that a demand-driven
system resulted in a $400 million cost blow-out —
another black hole — because it was inappropriate. We
are addressing the issue and ensuring that we will have
relevant and quality courses. We will have
accountability, so there will no longer be the rip-offs
that occurred under the mismanagement of the Labor
government.
In all these scenarios members might ask: what has the
Victorian Labor Party done? The first thing it did was
lose government after 11 long, dark years of
mismanagement. The public of Victoria finally woke
up to the fact that we inside this chamber know — that
is, that Labor cannot manage money. The other thing
the Victorian Labor Party did was leave us with lots of
black holes; in fact we are discovering a veritable
minefield of black holes with massive funding deficits.
On top of that, the member for Lyndhurst got up and
lectured us, firstly, on hypocrisy, and secondly, on
financial management. He told us that in the
construction industry there had been a 20 per cent loss
in our workforce, and he told us how to boost
productivity. I remind the house that the member for
Lyndhurst is the man — the boy — who
single-handedly pushed up the cost of labour on major
infrastructure projects by 40 per cent with the massive
wage packages allocated to people at the Wonthaggi
desalination plant, packages of up to $200 000 with no
link to productivity.
The member for Lyndhurst did that, and Victorians will
be paying nearly $2 million a day for the next three
decades for his folly — his pipedream has become
Victorians’ nightmare. Speaking of pipedreams, I
cannot miss the opportunity to mention that the member
for Lyndhurst wasted $750 million — —
An honourable member — How much?
Dr SYKES — Seven hundred and fifty million
dollars of Victorians’ money was wasted on the
north–south pipeline. It now lies idle, because contrary
to the claims of that well-known weather forecaster, the
member for Yan Yean, who said it would never rain
again, it did rain. In fact Melbourne’s water storages are
now 81 per cent full. We do not need the north–south
pipeline. Victorians will be forever indebted to the
member for Lyndhurst and the Holding tax that he has
left us with.
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What has the member for Lyndhurst done in his job as
shadow Treasurer? What has he done about
condemning the federal government’s financial
mismanagement? He has done nothing. He came into
this chamber and sought to lecture us on financial
management. What a hypocrite! I wonder whether he is
not game to comment on the federal government’s
financial mismanagement because he is concerned
about the pot calling the kettle black. The other thing
about the member for Lyndhurst is that he is going
around the countryside at the moment — I should say
that he is staying on the bitumen so that he does not get
lost — talking with small business about how to create
jobs. The member for Lyndhurst, the man who blew the
cost of labour out of the water by 40 per cent, is going
around talking to small businesses in rural Victoria
about how to create jobs. I just cannot believe it.
I gave him a score on his performance, which the
Speaker acknowledged. The member for Lyndhurst’s
presentation scored 5 out of 10 for passion but 0 out of
10 for its factual base and 0 out of 10 for content. The
member for Lyndhurst and the Labor opposition should
get up and tell the federal government that its carbon
tax is hurting Australians and hurting Victorians
because it is pushing up costs at a time of global crisis,
it is pushing up costs at a time when there is a high
Australian dollar and it is pushing up costs when the
mining boom is going off the boil. All these things are
happening, and the insensitive federal Labor
government and the federal Treasurer, who do not get it
and who cannot manage money, cannot work out that
pushing the carbon tax onto Australians at this time in
the global economic cycle is dumb with a capital D. I
have much pleasure, Deputy Speaker, in supporting the
Treasurer’s matter of public importance.
Ms KANIS (Melbourne) — This matter of public
importance asks the house to condemn the federal
government for supposedly attacking Victorian families
and the Victorian economy. It asks the house to believe
the federal government is a poor economic and
financial manager. Far from that, what this matter of
public importance shows is that the Treasurer does not
understand that the federal government is providing
more funding than ever before; that this government
does not take responsibility for the state of Victoria;
that the Treasurer does not understand the role of — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Government
members will cease interjecting.
Ms KANIS — The Treasurer does not understand
the role of the Victorian government and that this
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government is always looking for someone else to
blame for its own inertia. It is always looking for
someone else to blame for its failure to deliver jobs
growth in Victoria. The federal government has made
some funding cuts — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The members
for Bentleigh and Burwood will cease interjecting or
they will be leaving the chamber.
Ms KANIS — The impact of these changes is not
an attack on Victorian families or the state’s economy.
Everyone on both sides of this house knows that the
true attack on Victorian families is coming from the
Baillieu government.
Those on the other side of the chamber claim that the
federal government has attacked Victorian families, yet
according to the updated commonwealth budget papers
this week Victoria will receive $3.612 billion for health
and $11.1 billion from the GST this financial year. This
amounts to the highest funding from a federal
government to Victoria in history. It is not hard to see
that this motion is all about blame shifting and
buck-passing. The Baillieu government is more
interested in scoring political points than in governing.
Rather than looking at what other levels of government
are doing as a way of masking its own inaction and as a
way of trying to take the focus off what it is failing to
achieve, this government would be much better advised
to focus on getting on with building and stimulating
growth in Victoria. Rather than occupying the valuable
time of honourable members with cynical rhetorical
exercises, this government would be better advised to
focus on promoting education and fixing Victoria’s
elective surgery waiting list crisis. Because it is
precisely the Baillieu government’s failure to do these
things, rather than the actions of the federal
government, that is hurting Victoria’s families and the
state’s economy. Having implemented a devastating
program of TAFE funding, health and fire services cuts,
those opposite are suddenly interested in criticising
federal spending cuts. How ironic!
Victorian families can see through this base hypocrisy.
They know that the Victorian government — the
Baillieu government — is the cause of Victoria’s pain.
They are interested in better services, secure jobs and a
strong economy. They know that the Baillieu
government has delivered none of these things, and
they know that the Baillieu government is not interested
in delivering any of these things for Victorian families.
It is obvious to all that the Baillieu government has no

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 24 October 2012

ASSEMBLY

response to the slowdown in the Victorian economy. It
has not produced a jobs plan. It has slashed jobs,
slashed education and is failing to invest. The
government has decimated the TAFE system and the
health sector. If the Baillieu government wants to have
a conversation about hypocrisy, let us look at its record.
On jobs, we have seen the state shed 40 000 jobs since
the Baillieu government’s reign of jobs terror began in
December 2010. In this time unemployment has
jumped 1 per cent in my electorate alone. Across
Victoria more than 25 000 people are unemployed.
These are not just numbers; they are real people who
are out of work, real people who are deprived of the
dignity that comes from having a good job with a good
wage. Some 4200 of these jobs were cut from the
public sector. This was despite the Premier’s promise
that there would be absolutely no reduction in public
servants. The Baillieu government has cut a swathe
through the Victorian public service, threatening
Victoria’s front-line services and upsetting everyone
from the Victorian Farmers Federation to Victoria
Police.
Then the government turned to the TAFE sector. Over
$1 billion in cuts over the next four years and 2000 staff
redundancies have resulted. These cuts are
unprecedented. What do Victorian families say about
these cuts? A student at Wodonga TAFE was quoted in
the Border Mail in May as saying they were ‘rubbish’.
Another student was left wondering how the Baillieu
government expected him to get a job if it was so quick
to cut funding — and rightly so. How does the Baillieu
government expect the next generation of Victorians to
secure employment without access to crucial skills
training? How does the Baillieu government expect
Victoria’s regions to grow when these cuts affect
Warrnambool, Portland, Sale, Mildura, Bendigo,
Morwell, Yallourn and Geelong? The answer is that it
has no idea. The government is making it up as it goes
along, and it simply does not care about Victorian
families and the state’s future.
Let us turn now to health, which is a matter of vital
importance to Victorian families. The system is
buckling under the weight of the Baillieu government’s
cuts; 46 131 Victorians are on the elective surgery
waiting list. That is up from 38 000 before the 2010
election, an increase of 20 per cent — 20 per cent more
people with potentially life-threatening conditions, and
20 per cent more Victorian families on the waiting list.
In my electorate there are 470 more people waiting for
procedures at the Royal Melbourne Hospital, 93 more
women waiting at the Royal Women’s Hospital and
astoundingly and upsettingly 789 more children on the
waiting list at the Royal Children’s Hospital. All three
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of these hospitals are operating in deficit: $11.8 million
at the Royal Melbourne, $26 million at the Royal
Children’s and $11.2 million at the Royal Women’s.
It is interesting that the member for Benalla criticised
the Building the Education Revolution initiative of the
federal government. I think he fails to understand that
the BER has transformed Victorian schools. I visit the
schools in my electorate, and I see — —
Mr Foley interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Albert Park! The Chair’s role is to protect the
person on their feet, but it is difficult when interjections
come from the member’s own side.
Ms KANIS — I visit the schools in my electorate,
and I see children from disadvantaged backgrounds
attending schools in world-class facilities. Those
facilities have been delivered to these Victorian families
because of the BER. It is testament to the Labor
commitment to families in Victoria. The member for
Benalla also criticised the NBN (national broadband
network). If the NBN will not be delivering anything
for Victorian families, I do not know what will. This is
an infrastructure technology revolution for Australia. It
will revolutionise country Victoria in particular, making
access to health and education in country Victoria much
better, and that is a real achievement for Victorian
families.
What is the Baillieu government’s response? What does
the Baillieu government have to say to Victorians on
the elective surgery waiting list, students who are
deprived of access to TAFE and the growing mass of
unemployed Victorians? Nothing; other than funding
cuts and spin. Those opposite are more interested in
distracting Victorians with another debate about the
actions of the federal government than showing
Victorians that they are serious about addressing the
state’s economic crisis. What hypocrisy. It is time this
government delivered for Victoria and stopped blaming
others for everything it is not doing.
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — It is with absolute
pleasure that I rise to speak today on the matter of
public importance that has been put forward by the
member for Scoresby, who is also the Treasurer of the
government. The Treasurer has a special characteristic
that I want to remind the house of: he is actually an
accountant. This is unknown territory for the
opposition. How true it is that the federal Labor
government is attacking Victorian families and this
state’s economy with this mini-budget. If members
think about that expression, ‘mini-budget’, they will
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realise that nothing could be further from the truth.
When you look at the size of the cuts the federal Labor
government is introducing, you can see there is no truth
to the claim that this is a mini-budget.
Personally I am still getting over the massive
$5.5 billion cut to defence in the federal government’s
real budget. That took defence budget funding as a
share of gross domestic product to its lowest level in
Australia since 1938. That was in the real budget. I am
still getting over that, and now the federal government
has brought out this mini-budget. I am here to support
the statement put forward by the Treasurer that these
cuts are a direct consequence of poor national economic
and financial management. As we have heard from this
side of the house, it again proves that Labor cannot
manage money — federally or in states all around the
country.
On top of this poor management there are bungled
major projects, including the pink batts program and the
Building the Education Revolution initiative. The
Attorney-General outlined some of those, and what has
been highlighted as I have listened to the debate from
those opposite is that they still do not get it. Their
comments are further proof that they do not understand
that Labor cannot manage money.
I heard the member for Lyndhurst bang on and on.
Mr $2-Million-a-Day, Mr Desal, whose financial
credibility is seriously challenged in this house and this
state, tried to lecture us and tell us how Labor can
manage money. We know for a fact that that is not true.
Of course the Labor opposition is opposing this MPI,
and its members have been silent on these cuts, just as
they were when the carbon tax was debated and
introduced into federal Parliament.
This attack on Victorian families is not new; we saw
the federal government rip GST revenue straight out of
Victoria in our very early days. The Treasurer and the
Premier have, as on so many occasions, reminded the
house that when the federal budget was brought down it
showed that Victoria had very much received a raw
deal when it came to GST payments. There was a
reduction of $4.1 billion in GST payments to the state
of Victoria over the forward estimates and
$2.5 billion — these are billions, not millions — in
Commonwealth Grants Commission payments.
The member for Melbourne said just before that there is
more money than ever before. There is less in the GST
pot in this country; there is a lot less money in the
financial bucket. The heart has been ripped out of
Victoria because the GST revenue of 94 cents in the
dollar that we were receiving is now back to 90 cents in
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the dollar. From 2012–13 to 2015–16, $6.1 billion has
been ripped from the forecasts that were made in 2010.
We saw the political games the federal government
played with the national disability insurance scheme,
which was going to impact on Victorian families. We
still do not know exactly what that means. We saw the
federal government divert the lion’s share of
Infrastructure Australia dollars elsewhere. It is keeping
the Independents happy to maintain its government. All
it has are political games, because it does not have a lot
of capability in there to lead a strong country.
It has also ripped funds — this is a smaller one, but it
really got to me — from local government authorities,
after their budgets were locked in, because of a
technical correction to federal government financial
assistance grants. In my area it has ripped $115 000
from the Murrindindi shire and $163 000 from the
Mitchell shire, which put further strain on those local
economies. When members look at what is going to
happen, they can see it is going to put pressure on rates
and on the services that are delivered. It is also going to
directly impact on families.
I want to get back to Labor’s poor economic and
financial management. Those opposite want so much to
be able to establish credibility in the field of economics.
We know that before the last election one of their key
pillars was, ‘We’ve got to show that we can manage
budgets and a strong economy’. They were there with
an absolute surplus. They would love to have the
financial economic prowess of Liberal governments.
We saw the talent of Peter Costello as he set up the
Australian government so well that it put us on a great
economic footing, which was blown very quickly by
some bungled projects that I know a number of people
in my area are still struggling as a result of.
In Victoria we saw Alan Stockdale set up great budgets
to get Victoria back onto a strong financial footing, and
now the Treasurer, who is also the member for
Scoresby, and the coalition government can lead while
putting into effect solid fiscal policy and working to a
surplus at the same time as getting the job done. Sadly
at a federal level that is not something the government
can do. Families have been hit again through the federal
government’s reckless spending, and the Victorian
opposition, rather than speaking out against it, is
supporting what the federal government is doing, as it
did with the carbon tax.
We can think about what this means now. What do the
cuts mean? Victorians are going to pay more for private
health insurance, more for having more than one baby
and more for the management of self-managed
superannuation funds. The Labor government federally
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has been warned — there has been warning after
warning — about serious problems overseas, but that
does not stop it from wasting what it inherited from the
previous federal coalition government.

Kilmore hospital, which is being matched by the federal
government — I hope it is still going to be matched. I
will be making sure that the federal member in my area
ensures that the $10 million is still forthcoming.

Let us have a look at where the federal government is
now. Borrowings are above $250 billion and net debt is
above $150 billion. The Prime Minister, Julia Gillard,
and her team have turned net assets into billions of
dollars of net debt. There is money shuffling and
trickery going on. The federal government says, ‘Let’s
hope no-one notices. If we move this here and move
that there, we will create the impression that we really
do have a surplus’. Labor wants us to forget about the
borrowings and net debt that exist, which mean
Australia is not on as strong a financial footing as those
opposite think. Those opposite do not understand
finances and cannot manage money.

We have no detail about the projected expenditure on
the Gonski reforms, the national disability insurance
scheme or the blow-outs to the national broadband
network. The federal Labor government should be
ashamed of the damage it is doing to our economy.

What is now being done? There is a significant
reduction in funding for public hospitals, schools,
training and universities and cuts to front-line service
delivery. I struggle to come to terms with the hypocrisy
on skills and vocational training. The Victorian
government has made a number of changes; however, it
has made a record investment of $1 billion in training.
On the one hand, the federal government was paying
lip-service to the importance of training and saying it
would withhold money from Victoria if the Victorian
government made these changes. On the other hand, it
was telling other states that what we were doing was
really good and they needed to follow our lead. The
biggest sting in the tail is that the federal government
has gone on to make a whole bunch of cuts in this field.
The hypocrisy is absolutely staggering. Those opposite
do not get it and continue to argue that what the federal
government is doing is a good thing. It is ripping the
heart and soul out of key areas — hospitals, schools and
training. Training leads to employment and having
good skills.
There are many areas being attacked, and one that I
want to talk about is health and the private insurance
rebate. If there is less incentive for people to have
private insurance, they will go back into the public
system. It will create more impact on the public system
and increase the pressure on it. In terms of public
hospitals, the state is growing and expanding. The
population is increasing and everyone is feeling the
pressure, but the federal government is ripping out
$436 million in funding over four years. In this current
budget $67 million is being pulled out. We are
expanding the Northern Hospital and the Olivia
Newton-John Cancer and Wellness Centre, and we are
building a new hospital at Echuca and expanding
Frankston Hospital. We are putting $10 million into

Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I am pleased to rise to
make a contribution on this matter of public importance
(MPI). I thank the member for Melbourne for making
the only considered contribution to this debate that I
have had the privilege to listen to so far, as I missed the
earlier contributions from speakers on this side. We
have heard nothing from the government benches that
goes beyond the mindless parroting of notes prepared
by ministerial advisers and the Premier’s office.
We can see from the record of the Baillieu government
over two years that this resolution is really about
masking its own inactivity. After two years the Baillieu
government continues to drift on a sea of
disengagement, and it has no plans. Its lack of
investment, its failure to come to grips with the major
challenges facing Victoria’s economy and its overall
failure of leadership defines this government and it is
the real reason we are debating this nonsense here
today. It is a government with no vision, and it takes its
place as the leading failure of any state government in
Australia currently.
To continue the literary flavour of the contribution
given by the opposition lead speaker in this debate, in
Victoria we are essentially subject to an example from
Jonathan Swift’s Gulliver’s Travels. We are seeing a
modern-day Gulliver, led by the Premier and his
offsiders, running into Lilliput. We have a satirical MPI
parading as a serious contribution to public debate. We
have pomposity and nonsense being paraded as a
matter of public importance. For the edification of
honourable members, Lilliput was a jurisdiction run by
little people who thought they were much bigger than
they were. Swift located this mythical island
somewhere to the north-west of Van Diemen’s Land.
What happens to be north-west of Van Diemen’s Land
is the state of Victoria. It was very prescient of Jonathan
Swift way back when he wrote his devastating analysis
of little visions to locate it right here in Victoria. In
2012 we see how accurate he was in saying that
somewhere to the north-west of Van Diemen’s Land
there lies a mythical state that is run by little people.
How did Swift get it so right?
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What we have now in Victoria is a Lilliputian example
of very small ideas and very small contributions. We
have small vision, small government activity and small
leadership. By its own admission this government
inherited this great state in a fine set of circumstances.
On first getting into office, the Premier said the position
he inherited did not cause him any difficulties. All we
have seen in the last two years is a shrinking of this
state — a shrinking of vision, a shrinking of
investment, a shrinking of ideas and a shrinking of
contributions — led by little people with little vision.
This state deserves better than the government it has
currently.
Whilst the government is engaged in a process of
trashing the inheritance it gained, blaming everyone but
itself, it continues to fail Victorians. Government
members are not up to the challenges, and they know it,
so they have to come up with this kind of nonsense.
Government members have many challenges because
of their own inactivity. They have a crisis of investment
in the face of a growing infrastructure deficit and a
crisis in jobs. With the loss of over 40 000 jobs since
the election, they have no plan and no idea how to deal
with it. At this very time, with a crisis in jobs,
government members manufactured a crisis in skills
through their ill-considered and savage attacks on
TAFE and skills development. All were made with a
view to maintaining a razor-thin budget surplus paid for
at the cost of dashing the hopes and aspirations of
thousands of young Victorians.
In the limited time available to me I will make some
brief comments about one aspect of this little
government’s vision insofar as it applies to the
infrastructure crisis that the government maintains has
developed and on which, if it is going to get anywhere
on it, it needs a constructive relationship not only with
the private sector but with the federal government. This
is not a position the government denies. Just for the
record, under state Labor in partnership, particularly
with the Rudd federal Labor government during the
global financial crisis, we saw at the end of that period
a record investment in productive hard infrastructure
across the Victorian state economy — that is, some
$30 billion worth of infrastructure was delivered under
Labor.
Now, when facing not only an investment crisis but a
ribbon-cutting crisis as it runs out of Labor government
projects in which to invest, what does the government
do? It has turned to trying to blame the federal Labor
government for its own failures. The one great flagship
that the state government seeks to promote as its work,
the regional rail project, is anything but that. It is a
partnership arrangement put in place between federal
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and state Labor which continues to be one of the largest
projects supported by federal Labor in any jurisdiction.
It attracted federal funding well before this state
government tried to paint it as its activities.
Of course what we have is a really poor excuse for
infrastructure plans. We have a parade of drill holes
through inner suburbs, with the pretence that it is an
east–west solution. We have the port of Melbourne’s
self-funded $1.6 billion expansion, which is not
something the government can necessarily lay claim to.
We have a list of failures and inaction, as its
infrastructure shopping list to the federal government
grows to look more like a wish list to keep the
backbench happy rather than a serious plan. Already we
have serious questions arising as to a particular element
of that shopping list of infrastructure plans — that is,
the port of Hastings. This big flagship proposal that the
state government made as its critical infrastructure plan
originally had a time line of 8 years, then it was going
to be 10 years, then it was going to be 12 years, so who
knows when it will be. The price tag of this project
grows daily and scepticism towards it from the sector,
let alone from the local community, continues to grow,
as it is pushed, as are all this government’s promised
infrastructure projects, further and further into the
future. There it can be seen for what it is: little more
than a cruel joke and a cruel hoax, not only on the
people of Victoria but on the industry sectors that rely
on it.
In September of this year the government submitted to
Infrastructure Australia its list, or to quote its own
phrase, its pipeline of projects. Whether it was an
east–west road link, which more than anything else is
really just an east link; whether it was the metro tunnel;
or whether it was one of a whole range of dozens of
other projects which end up in the three Murray River
crossings at Echuca, Yarrawonga and Swan Hill, we
have the proposition that this government is very good
at seeking to blame others. This government is seeking
to blame others, with no serious contribution of its own
ever to make a contribution here.
The truth of the matter is that in the post-global
financial crisis world there are deep structural problems
in the state’s ability to raise capital to meet this
infrastructure deficit. Rather than having a simple
slag-off at the one area that is likely to provide
assistance in this matter, we have this kind of drivel put
up by the Treasurer as a matter of public importance. A
matter of genuine public importance would be a debate
around the infrastructure deficit and work to fill in the
infrastructure gap that exists in so many necessary areas
of Victoria’s economic and regional development in
partnership with the private sector, in partnership with
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global and local capital and in partnership with local
government and federal government. Instead we have
this sad excuse for a matter of public importance, which
is simply evidence of this government’s failures and of
this government’s refusal to tackle the hard issues.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise today to speak on this very important matter of
public importance condemning federal Labor for
attacking Victorian families. Today we had an
opportunity for Victorian opposition members, the
Victorian Labor Party, to stand up and tell us exactly
how they feel about Victorians being hit the hardest.
They had every opportunity to deliver a message to
Gillard, Swan and their mates in Canberra, and to say,
‘This is unacceptable’. What did we hear over that
time? We heard absolute drivel. It was an absolute
waste of time. It is very clear opposition members are
putting Labor first and Victoria second.
The member for Albert Park spoke about little people.
Let me tell the house that the only things little from the
opposition are little ideas. Opposition members have
had almost two years to come up with some ideas, and
we have had three policies. We have had tomato sauce
bottles, sunglasses for schoolkids and a holiday for the
grand final. There have been three ideas, three great
brainwaves, from the opposition. However, I am glad
today that we have heard from the opposition the
announcement of five priorities under an Andrews
Labor government — first is jobs, second is
infrastructure, third is improving services, fourth is
skills and fifth is fairness. This was announced today,
and I had a good look at this list. I read it a couple of
times, and I could not find on its five-point list of
priorities two words that had been carefully missed —
one is ‘education’ and the other is ‘health’.
Health and education are the two key platforms on
which in previous years Labor would have based itself,
and it has completely disregarded them. Why? The
answer is very clear: because Gillard and Swan have
disregarded them in these midyear budget cuts, and
opposition members in this place have decided that the
only thing to do is sidle up to the federal Labor
government and defend the cuts it has delivered in the
midyear budget. It is very disappointing to see that they
have done that today. It is obvious that the opposition is
supporting the cuts. We have heard its members saying
so. They have had the opportunity today to defend
Victoria, but they have missed that opportunity.
In the Charles Dickens classic novel David
Copperfield, Wilkins Micawber famously said: annual
income 20 pounds, annual expenditure 19 pounds 19
shillings and sixpence, result happiness; annual income
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20 pounds, annual expenditure 20 pounds ought and
sixpence, result misery. The basic message is if you
spend more than you have, you will end up in misery.
Unfortunately the misery does not lie with Gillard and
Swan; the misery lies with every single Victorian,
because Victorians are the ones that are being hit the
hardest.
It is absolutely unbelievable that today we have had the
opposition trying to defend the economic record of the
previous Labor government. They have completely
failed to address those issues and have disregarded
projects that were mismanaged and had budget
blow-outs. An example is the school halls, where
$8 billion was wasted out of $16 billion spent. That is
not a bad effort, is it? It was great to hear the
contribution of the member for Melbourne. She was
talking about these halls transforming schools. I can tell
the house there are plenty of school halls that I have
seen stuck in the middle of playgrounds where kids
cannot play because the halls are now located there.
They have certainly transformed schools, let me tell the
house, but not in the right way.
I absolutely quiver when I mention the pink batts.
There have been deaths, fires and a budget blow-out of
$2.15 billion in relation to that insulation scheme. The
desalination plant will cost $2 million a day for
30 years — I will come back to that. EastLink has
brought a $2.17 billion blow-out; there has been a
$1.45 billion blow-out on smart meters; there is
$839 million for regional rail; and myki — it just
continues.
I have mentioned a number of different projects. What
is the common thread in all these projects, federal and
state? It is one word: Labor. It is very clear Labor
cannot manage money. I do not know why it even
bothers. But we heard today from the member for
Lyndhurst, who in his contribution tried to defend the
cause; he defended Labor’s record and said, ‘We were
fantastic when we were in government. We did a
fantastic job’. Let me tell the house, as the government
will continue to remind the Victorian taxpayers, about
the record and legacy of that desalination plant. It
would be fantastic if we could all take up a collection in
the Parliament so we could put a nice monument of the
water boy outside the desalination plant, just to show
that that is the legacy he has left behind.
We have also heard the member for Benalla talk about
the north–south pipeline — another big waste of
money. I cannot believe the comments of the member
for Lyndhurst, whose current role is that of shadow
spokesman for Treasury; that absolutely symbolises
where the Labor Party is today.
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We have heard many times from the Leader of the
Opposition in this house — in fact 13 times —
comments and questions about our cuts to front-line
services. What hypocrisy that is when today we have
heard that the federal government will cut $436 million
from health funding, $700 million from private health
insurance and $245 million from student support
services. The funding for education, which is meant to
be founded on the Tree of Knowledge of the Labor
Party, has been absolutely ripped out — $2.4 billion has
been ripped out of education.
All the members on the opposition benches should be
hanging their heads in shame because the platform on
which Labor is meant to be based — education — is
being ripped out of the heart of every Victorian. The
federal government will rip out $380 million from
funding for mature age apprenticeships; $600 million
from computers in schools; $175 million from the
National Partnership for Improving Teacher Quality;
$1.4 million from Teach Next, which is a program that
is supposed to ensure that we have quality teachers
coming into the schools; and $304 million from trade
training centres.
I just want to remind the house that in debate on a
matter of public importance on 20 June 2012 a member
of this house said:
Any government that would make it harder for those kids to
realise their potential is no government at all.

Who said that? It was the Leader of the Opposition. It is
an absolute disgrace. The Leader of the Opposition has
had the opportunity to stand up to his mate in Canberra,
pick up the phone to the Prime Minister, Julia Gillard,
and say, ‘This is unacceptable’. I do not know if he
knows the number, but there are no phones ringing. He
has missed the opportunity.
I want to talk about universities. It is absolutely
disgraceful that we have had such a huge amount of
funding ripped out of universities, particularly in the
area of research: $499 million is being taken from
research and infrastructure alone. Altogether the cuts
amount to $1 billion. But members do not need to
believe what just the government and I say. Meghan
Hopper, the president of the Council of Australian
Postgraduate Associations, an ALP member, a current
ALP candidate for Moreland City Council and a former
ALP candidate for the seat of Warrandyte, said:
These cuts may help the government achieve surplus in the
short term but they dismiss the long-term benefits of higher
education to our economy and research output.

That comment is not from the government or from me,
but from an ALP member and current candidate
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running in a council election. If that is what an ALP
candidate is saying, then we need to have its elected
representatives in here saying the same things.
Education is Victoria’s no. 1 export, and we are not
protecting it by ripping $1 billion out of education —
another disgrace. When ALP members talk about jobs,
front-line services and helping Victorians, they should
put their money where their mouths are and stand up
for Victorians, make the important calls, say the
important things and do what they should be doing.
Instead of putting Labor first, they should be putting
Victoria first. They should consider that Victorians are
the ones they should be here for. That is what they have
been elected to do. That is why they are sitting in their
comfortable chairs. It is time that they stood up to be
counted and made sure that every Victorian is
represented. They should say also that these cuts are not
acceptable for Victorians and do nothing for Victoria.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time for
making statements on the matter of public importance
has now expired.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Environment and Natural Resources
Committee: flood mitigation infrastructure in
Victoria
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I am pleased to
have the opportunity to speak on the report of the
Environment and Natural Resources Committee on its
inquiry into flood mitigation infrastructure in Victoria.
As a result of the significant floods in late 2010 and
early 2011, in February 2011 the Parliament asked the
Environment and Natural Resources Committee to hold
an inquiry into flood mitigation infrastructure in
Victoria. Subsequently the committee asked to have the
2012 floods in Nathalia and Numurkah added to its
terms of reference for consideration.
I am a member of the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee, an all-party committee, and I
would like to commend all those involved in the
inquiry — my parliamentary colleagues, as well as the
executive officer and support team — for their hard
work and dedication in addressing the terms of
reference the committee was given.
The inquiry was asked to report on matters relating to
flood mitigation infrastructure in Victoria, with
particular reference to identifying best practice and
emerging technology for flood mitigation and for
monitoring infrastructure including river gauges; the
management of levees across Victoria, including
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ownership, responsibility and maintenance on both
public and private land; waterways management,
including the nature and extent of vegetation clearing
activities within waterways and their general
maintenance; identifying those entities and individuals
having ownership of waterways and the responsibility
for their clearing and maintenance; and the extent to
which, if any, local knowledge of residents is employed
in effecting waterways clearing and maintenance.

challenging circumstances those groups did
extraordinarily well to prevent even greater losses than
they experienced.

The committee’s comprehensive report was completed
in August 2012. The final nine-chapter report contains
40 recommendations ranging from things like who
should own, manage and maintain levees to funding
flood-safe community education. Our studies have
taken us far and wide across the state, and we have had
public hearings and site visits to Swan Hill, Kerang,
Horsham, Beaufort, Skipton, Mildura, Lakes Entrance,
Rochester, Carisbrook, Creswick, Nathalia and
Numurkah. Along the way we have met many
interesting people and we have heard a whole range of
opinions. We have had our eyes opened to a broad
spectrum of issues. For example, we have seen that
flood levees must be designed and coordinated
properly. Sometimes an individual might think that
building their own levee is helping the community, but
in actual fact that levee may hinder water escaping and
may make problems worse for their neighbours.

Law Reform Committee: access by
donor-conceived people to information about
donors

We have seen that local knowledge has an
extraordinary benefit. Those who have been around for
years often know from experience how and when the
water will move. We have seen the impact that those
sorts of flood events can have on families and
communities and the amount of trauma they can cause.
We have also seen how technology planning can
prevent floods from having even more dramatic
impacts. The worst of the flooding in country Victoria
happened primarily in areas with big rivers that have
flooded in the past. Our rainfall in the last three years
has been significant. Thank goodness we now have the
world’s biggest desalination plant!
Whilst metropolitan Melbourne is different — my
electorate does not have a big river; it has the freshly
dredged and picturesque Mordialloc Creek — and the
flood risks are very different, they still make one think
about the importance of good planning and the impact
such events have on the community.
I commend groups like the State Emergency Service,
local governments and of course the Australian Red
Cross for their work during the floods. I spent a day
with the Red Cross in Cohuna while the floods were on,
so I have had firsthand experience of how floods impact
on the lives of people and on the community. In

This report will lead to improvements to flood
mitigation infrastructure. While we hope we never need
it, inevitably we will. We hope that this report will lead
to a significant reduction in the impact of floods in the
future. I commend the committee’s report to the house.

Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — Two years ago when
I was elected to this place I said that politics is about
people — all people — and that we need to fight for
people’s rights and do that with integrity and decency.
Those are fundamental principles that have been
reflected in the report by the Law Reform Committee
tabled in March on the inquiry into access by
donor-conceived people to information about donors. I
am a member of that committee and I believe the
recommendations we made to Parliament reflect those
key principles.
I note the comment by the chair in the foreword to our
report, which states:
… the committee unanimously reached the conclusion that
the state has a responsibility to provide all donor-conceived
people with an opportunity to access information, including
identifying information, about their donors.

It was with some dismay after the report was tabled in
Parliament in the last sitting week that we read an
article in the Age of 12 October under the heading
‘More time needed for egg, sperm donor decision’
which says:
The state government says it needs another six months to
decide whether children of sperm and egg donors promised
anonymity before 1988 should be able to know the identity of
their biological parents.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr CARBINES — When you are quoting you do
not need to have your eyes up. That article continues:
A recommendation that the government change the law to
allow for the information’s release was made by Parliament’s
cross-party Law Reform Committee in March, which found
the rights of children should prevail over concerns about
donor privacy.

These are important matters, and I note that
unfortunately the government tabled what was only a
1½-page response to a 206-page report by the Law
Reform Committee. Significant work was done on all
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our recommendations. There were some 30-plus
recommendations which were very detailed but which
have been ignored so far by the government. That is a
great disappointment, although we hope that its desire
to seek a further six months to consider these matters
was not an act of stonewalling but rather a genuine
desire by the government to satisfy itself of the
committee’s recommendations and the thorough work
done over some two years — and by the former Law
Reform Committee prior to the work being done by the
current committee on this matter. We hope the
government is seeking to genuinely satisfy itself about
reaching agreement to support those recommendations
from the cross-party committee, which unanimously
endorsed those recommendations.
I note this Parliament will be spending time tomorrow
on a very significant matter: the state apology for forced
adoptions. The Minister for Community Services is
reported in the Age of 14 August as saying that:
… tens of thousands of Victorian mothers and children had
been affected by forced adoption policies. Ms Wooldridge
said the government believed it was the right thing to do,
regardless of any issues such as compensation that might
arise.

I wholeheartedly agree with the minister and the
government on those matters. A government media
release dated 13 August says:
Mr Baillieu said it was important to acknowledge the pain
and suffering felt by mothers whose children were forcibly
removed at birth, and the contribution past government
policies had played in condoning those practices.

I note that Vanish, which has done a lot of work in this
area, said in a press release dated 14 August in relation
to the government and Parliament’s planned apology
tomorrow:
Coleen Clare, the manager of Vanish, a Victorian service for
helping adopted daughters and sons to find and perhaps
connect with their mothers and fathers … said, ‘What a lot of
people don’t realise is that in Victoria mothers and fathers do
not have the right to “identifying information” to search for
their adopted daughters and sons, and that is very
discriminatory. These mothers did not give up their babies
willingly … These mothers should have the right to search for
their daughters and sons if they wish to do so’.

It will be very interesting to hear the words of members
of this house tomorrow in relation to the apology, the
values and the propositions that are put forward as to
why we are taking this significant step forward. These
are exactly the same issues of identity, family and
belonging that we need to be addressing with the Law
Reform Committee’s recommendations.
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In particular it is about providing justice, as I said when
the report was handed down, to those who were party to
actions over which they had no say and who have been
living with the consequences of those laws to this day. I
believe these people have the fundamental human right
as citizens to know who their families are, where they
came from and who they are. That is the work the Law
Reform Committee has done. It is the substance of what
we will be dealing with tomorrow on a significant
matter around adoption. It is something the government
must address in the further six months it is now giving
itself to satisfy itself in relation to the unanimous
recommendations of the Law Reform Committee on
these matters. I urge the government to act.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
review of Auditor-General’s reports
January–June 2009 and follow-up of Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee reports
82, 86 and 91
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I rise to
comment on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) report entitled Review of the
Auditor-General’s Reports from January to June 2009
and Follow-up of PAEC Reports 82, 86 and 91, which
was tabled earlier this year. I refer to page 77,
section 5.3.2, which relates to the new ticketing system
tender. This was a priority 1 inquiry which followed up
on the Auditor-General’s recommendations
surrounding the tendering process. The committee
made a total of 12 recommendations, 11 of which were
directed to the Department of Treasury and Finance.
One was addressed to the Auditor-General. DTF
indicated that a new procurement policy framework
was being considered and that it had reviewed its Good
Practice Guidelines for the Conduct of Commercial
Engagement in Government to ensure that advice
relating to probity, security of documentation,
confidentiality and conflicts of interest is adequate and
appropriate.
As we can see from the Ombudsman’s report that was
tabled today on the investigation into allegations of
improper conduct by CenITex officers, nepotism and
favouritism are still alive and well. They have to be
stamped out, and this government will continue to work
towards that goal. I also highlight that the use of the
Probity Practitioner Services Panel remains mandatory
only for departmental entities. There are various other
recommendations, but the key is that the DTF continues
to maintain that it supports all public sector entities
considering the use of probity services and following
the Victorian Government Purchasing Board policies
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and guidelines in their procurement practices, even
though compliance is not mandatory.
I now turn to section 5.3.1 of the committee report,
which begins on page 74 and relates to government
advertising. The report states that this was also a
priority 1 inquiry and that:
The committee’s review of the most recent responses
provided by the Department of Premier and Cabinet …
indicates that many of the recommendations … have been
satisfactorily addressed.

In particular it says:
The revision of the Guidelines for Victorian Government
Advertising and Communications was finally completed in …
2009 …

The report states that the Auditor-General is currently
in the process of finalising an audit of government
advertising and communications and that the committee
is looking forward to receiving the findings.
The Auditor-General’s report into government
advertising and communications makes reference early
on to the level of advertising under the previous
government. It says the previous government was the
largest advertiser in the state during the 2009 and 2010
periods and the seventh largest in Australia, with
expenditure just a little bit behind the federal
government’s expenditure — phenomenal numbers
when we consider what happens in the private sector. It
goes on to say that there is a significant difference
between the direct media costs reported by the
government and the full costs associated with
advertising and communications. While the then
government indicated it was going to reduce advertising
expenditure, it in fact increased it. This does not inspire
me with confidence in the statement in the PAEC report
that issues had been addressed by the previous
government.
If we then look further at the Auditor-General’s report,
we see it states that:
Despite advertising expenditure of around $1 billion between
July 2006 and December 2010, there is little assurance that
advertising and communications have achieved their
objectives …

As I said, the committee report says that its ‘review of
the most recent responses provided by the Department
of Premier and Cabinet … indicates that many of the
recommendations … have been satisfactorily
addressed’. In particular it goes on to say that ‘the
revision of the guidelines for Victorian government
advertising and communications was finally completed
in 2009’. At page 76 the report notes that the
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Auditor-General ‘is currently in the process of
finalising an audit of government advertising and
communications’. To put this in perspective, as I have
also said, the Attorney-General’s report says that
‘despite advertising expenditure of around $1 billion
between July 2006 and December 2010, there is little
assurance that advertising and communications have
achieved their objectives’.
Many other issues are discussed in the committee
report, and while PAEC has concluded that many of
these concerns have been addressed, it is clear to me,
based on the Auditor-General’s report to which PAEC
referred, that those issues were not addressed by the
former Brumby and Bracks Labor governments. This
government has to put in place accountability in
advertising and many other measures so that we get
value for the taxpayers dollar.

Law Reform Committee: access by
donor-conceived people to information about
donors
Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) — I rise to make a
contribution regarding the government’s interim
response to the Law Reform Committee’s report on
access by donor-conceived people to information about
donors. As the house is aware, the committee undertook
a comprehensive process and produced a
comprehensive report with unanimous and clear
recommendations regarding the rights of
donor-conceived children to have access to information
about their genetic parentage. Central to those
recommendations was that the welfare and interests of
persons born as a result of assisted reproductive
technology and procedures is paramount. That guided
the committee in its work and in the unanimous
recommendations it made in the report.
I note that this is a controversial issue that has been the
subject of public scrutiny and discussion for many
years. There have been a range of public inquiries at
both the state and federal levels. There has been
significant media interest in stories about this over the
years, and a range of education campaigns have been
conducted by organisations such as the Victorian
Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority to raise
awareness of these issues and to encourage
donor-conceived children and donors to come forward
and facilitate meetings.
As we know, the Law Reform Committee, on which I
serve, undertook an extensive, two-stage process with
this inquiry, which began in June 2010. We conducted
a well-advertised and lengthy public consultation
period that involved many written submissions and
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public hearings. One of the great benefits of the process
the committee undertook and the careful consideration
it gave these matters was that an extremely
comprehensive series of public hearings and public
submissions were made. The process was very open
and transparent; it was very thorough, and I believe the
appropriate amount of time and resources was given to
the committee’s fine and proper work.
The concerns I wish to raise in the house regarding the
government’s interim response after some seven
months of the recommendations being made are the
short nature of it and the reference to further hearings
behind closed doors, if you like, or research, with no
fulsome discussion about what that research will
involve and no indication of who will be consulted or
how they will be consulted. This flies in the face of the
manner in which the committee conducted its extensive
hearings, and I pay tribute to the members of the
committee. This is yet another process in a long line of
processes for participants and key stakeholders,
particularly children whose lives have been
fundamentally affected by the nature of their
conception.
As the house is aware, we heard many stories from
donor-conceived children about the profound impact
that not knowing their genetic heritage has had on their
lives. Often the manner in which they were advised of
their genetic heritage was extremely fraught and came
at a time of great stress in their families and further
contributed to their deep and grave concerns and their
sense of identity crisis. We heard from these people,
who have told their stories many times, both in these
sorts of hearings and in the media. It was those stories
that compelled the committee to reach unanimous
conclusions about the rights of these children
outweighing the rights of donors to remain anonymous,
particularly given a widespread acceptance that the
views held at the time — that children should never be
told and that that was the appropriate approach — were
probably not the correct approach when we look back
in hindsight, which we all know is a wonderful thing.
We are deeply concerned that there is yet another
process being foisted upon a group of highly anxious
and often distressed individuals regarding this. We are
concerned about the closed-door nature of the process,
and we would like to put that on the record. We once
again urge the government to carefully consider those
recommendations, to put the interests of those children
who had no say in how their conception took place first
and foremost and, similarly to what my colleague stated
in relation to adoption, to allow those children the right
to know their genetic heritage.
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Law Reform Committee: access by
donor-conceived people to information about
donors
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — The Law
Reform Committee tabled a report to Parliament about
six months ago which recommended that
donor-conceived children born prior to 1988 should be
able to discover identifying information about their
origins. The government recently released its response,
which is to seek a further six months to obtain further
information about the views of donors who were
involved in the process so many years ago. While this
may be disappointing to some, particularly those for
whom this is a deeply personal issue and
donor-conceived children especially, I say to those
people: bear with us. This is no easy issue. If people
feel they need more information to make a decision,
they should be able to collect that information. If people
feel they need more time to make an informed decision,
they should be given that time to make that decision.
What we are deciding here involves two competing
interests, and they really are irreconcilable — the right
to know one’s biological origins against the right to
privacy and anonymity. While it is a conundrum, we in
this place have to make a decision on the issue. The
easy option would be to just default to the status quo,
but we should not shirk our responsibility to make this
decision just because it is too difficult, too intense or
too emotional. We must turn our minds to that
conundrum and make that decision.
I have had some amazing in-depth discussions with
people in this place over the last year or so. We have
had forums with donors and donor-conceived children,
and many members on both sides of the house have
taken up that opportunity to further inform themselves
of the issues. It is an enormous issue we were all
grappling with. The experience of the five of us on the
committee is that although we all started from the
position of being supportive of donors retaining their
anonymity, every one of us made a 180-degree change.
The five people on the committee are from vastly
different backgrounds — Labor, Liberal, Nationals,
metropolitan and country members, conservative and
progressive — but we all went on this journey together
and ended up at essentially the same place.
We all decided that the very real, very raw and very
palpable pain donor-conceived children are going
through was not fair. We on the committee decided it
was not fair for government to withhold closed birth
records of donor-conceived children at the Registry of
Births, Deaths and Marriages, information that is
fundamental to these people’s origins. On the
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committee we concluded that it is not fair that
donor-conceived children who were born later have
access to the information about their biological origins
whereas those who were unlucky enough to be
conceived pre-1998 do not get access to that
information. The committee found it was not fair that
adopted children have been retrospectively granted
access to information about their biological records
while this small group of donor-conceived people does
not have that information.
The committee did not discount the potential for impact
on donors. There is certainly potential for impact on
donors, ranging from embarrassment and discomfort to
harm in the form of upsetting existing family
relationships. That is why the committee made
recommendations to safeguard the interest of donors
through things such as contact vetos, counselling and
contact preferences, so that donors who wanted to keep
their involvement as a donor a secret could do so. For
donors there is certainly potential for harm, but for
donor-conceived kids there is real harm; it is there, it is
now and it is profound. They are living it every day.
It is impossible for members in general to go on the
same journey members of the committee went on in
hearing the evidence. However, I say to members that
they should open their minds. One cannot do this issue
justice by a desktop audit. Members should take
advantage of speaking with some of the people
involved — the kids and the donors — and then make
up their minds. Above all, they should open their hearts
to the humanity of the situation and decide what is truly
the right thing to do. Members may conclude
differently from the committee, but we owe it to
donor-conceived children to turn our minds to it and
seriously consider all the issues.

Family and Community Development
Committee: workforce participation by people
with mental illness
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to speak
on the Family and Community Development
Committee report tabled during the last parliamentary
sitting week. This report is the result of an inquiry into
workforce participation by those with mental illness. It
considers the evidence on participation rates and the
barriers to and benefits of employment at both an
individual and societal level. It makes a number of
recommendations to government about the policy and
programs that government should implement.
The evidence gained from the hearings and submissions
clearly demonstrated that employment is an important
factor in the recovery and wellness of people who have
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mental illness. We also found that employment has
many economic benefits, such as reducing reliance on
social security and health services, preventing poverty
and providing a favourable impact on productivity, with
the skills, talents and expertise of those with mental
illness being used for the benefit of society rather than
their being lost to the workforce.
Before going to the detail of the report I would like to
express some frustration at the short time we had to
conduct the inquiry. In comparison to the seniors report
there were fewer hearings conducted, fewer site visits
and fewer meetings for deliberations and
non-consensual meeting dates. I believe one reason for
this is the government’s announcement that the Family
and Community Development Committee would
conduct the inquiry into child abuse in religious and
non-government organisations and that it had to report
back in April. Therefore this was a case of a
parliamentary committee having to jump to the
government’s timetable and quickly dispatch this
inquiry to go onto the next. I hope that this report and
its recommendations will be given proper consideration
and not just sit on a shelf collecting dust because the
issue of workforce participation for those people with a
mental illness will require resources and funding and
we have yet to see much evidence of this from the
government.
The first issue I would like to address is the imperative
of having policies and recommendations that help
support people who are already in the workforce to
retain their employment. I would like to quote one
inquiry participant who said:
It has always seemed to me to be a bit of a no-brainer that if a
small amount of money was spent to support people who are
currently employed in their role, you would have a much
better chance of success rather than waiting for people to fall
off the perch and then trying to get them into jobs.

Recommendation 3.2 goes to this issue. It requests that
the government develop a mental health employment
strategy that outlines its forward plan to increase
workforce participation by people with mental illness
through preventing them from leaving work and
education prematurely. The report looks at both work
and non-work-related mental illness because we cannot
forget that workers compensation claims for mental
illness where employment is a significant contributing
factor are increasing.
Chapter 7 discusses fostering healthy and supportive
workplaces. It states that we must act to prevent work
risks to mental health, such as job stress and bullying,
which are issues that both trade unions and Labor have
been concerned about for many years.
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Recommendation 7.5 states that the Victorian
government should work with relevant stakeholders —
unions, employers and WorkSafe — to evaluate
existing return-to-work guidelines for employees who
have taken leave due to mental illness.
Recommendation 7.1 states that the government,
through WorkSafe, should work with relevant
stakeholders across Victoria to develop industry-wide
standards to ensure that mental illness at work is
addressed.
The inquiry also looked at the issue of educational
opportunities and their effect on employment. I would
like to read two report findings that go to this very
issue. I hope the government will take note and reverse
its recent decisions on these critical issues. Finding 7 in
chapter 4 states:
That people with mental illness who are disengaged from
education can have complex needs and may require tailored
support to assist them to return to education and training.

Finding 8 states:
That participants identified programs such as the Victorian
Certificate of Applied Learning (VCAL) and training courses
offered by TAFEs as good concrete examples of providing
alternative and flexible education and training pathways, with
many success stories.

This is in light of the government’s cuts to TAFE — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set aside for
parliamentary committee reports has been reached.

PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE
Reference
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business) — I move:
That, in relation to the report of the Ombudsman,
Investigation into Allegations against Mr Geoff Shaw MP —
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001, this house refers
recommendation 2 to the Privileges Committee for
investigation and report.

The background to this matter is well known to all
members, and that is that the Ombudsman tabled a
report on Thursday, 11 October, which contained two
recommendations. Recommendation 1 states that the
Department of Parliamentary Services should review
the foundation of the members of Parliament motor
vehicle plan, of which most of us are members, and
advise the presiding officers regarding the means by
which a clear legislative basis can be provided for the
plan. Recommendation 2 states that the Legislative
Assembly should consider referring the issue to the
Privileges Committee.
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The background to this, Speaker, as you would be
aware, is that you referred this matter, which had been
referred to you by the Premier, to the Ombudsman
under the Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001. Those
referrals, as has been discussed on previous occasions,
were quite proper referrals under the legislative
framework in which we operate in Victoria.
I make the point that the Whistleblowers Protection Act
2001 was instigated by the previous Labor government.
That is the framework, quite properly, under which we
operate at the moment. I also make the point that this
particular framework allows for the Ombudsman to
make recommendations. I think we would all agree that
the Ombudsman is an independent umpire. That is the
system as it now stands. The government has been
presented with these two recommendations.
I will now turn to the report itself. The Ombudsman
came to a number of conclusions in relation to this
investigation. In particular I wish to refer to
conclusions 136 and 137 on pages 20 and 21, as they
are the most apposite in relation to the motion now
before the house. At conclusion 136 the Ombudsman
states:
Given that Mr Shaw’s actions were inconsistent with the
plan —

that means the car plan for members of Parliament —
I consider that those actions may amount to a breach of
privilege, a contempt of Parliament and/or a breach of the
code of conduct established by the register of interests act.

The Ombudsman goes on to say:
This is, of course, a matter for the Legislative Assembly to
consider and resolve, and for that purpose, I recommend that
the house refer this issue to the Privileges Committee of that
house or such other committee as the house considers
appropriate for consideration and recommendation to the
house.

By moving this motion the government wishes to
address the Ombudsman’s conclusion that there may
have been a breach. The government respects the
Ombudsman’s wishes that this is ‘of course a matter for
the Legislative Assembly to consider and resolve’ and
will refer this matter to the Privileges Committee.
In relation to conclusion 137, the Ombudsman said on
page 21:
In addition, Mr Shaw has been publicly reported as stating
that he will reimburse the Parliament for the cost of any
commercial trips undertaken in his vehicle. The Parliament
may wish to consider accepting this avenue.
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That is a very important conclusion, and I note that in
respect of the statement issued by the member for
Frankston on Thursday, 11 October, the member
reiterated that offer to repay those moneys.
Conclusions 136 and 137 should be read together. In
terms of the specific motion before the house those are
the two apposite conclusions from the Ombudsman.
I now turn to the Ombudsman’s recommendations on
page 23 of the report. I have already briefly touched on
recommendation 1. It provides for the Department of
Parliamentary Services, under you, Speaker, and the
President, to review the Parliament’s motor vehicle
plan with a view to looking at what recommendations
can be made. Recommendation 2 is the subject of this
motion before the house today. It reads:
The Legislative Assembly consider referring the issue of
Mr Shaw’s use of his vehicle to the Privileges Committee of
that house or such other committee as the house considers
appropriate for consideration and report on the following
issues:
whether that usage was a contempt of Parliament, an
abuse of the privileges of the Parliament and/or a breach
of the code of conduct established by the Members of
Parliament (Register of Interests) Act, and
if so, what penalties should apply to Mr Shaw.

Recommendation 2 makes it very clear that the
Ombudsman expressly does not say that usage of this
car was a contempt of Parliament. He simply
recommends that the Assembly consider this
matter — —
Mr Brooks interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bundoora! This is a serious matter, and I expect the
house to show some respect and be quiet. That goes for
members on both sides.
Ms ASHER — The Ombudsman has suggested in
his recommendation 2 that the Privileges Committee,
which is the most important committee of the house,
consider whether this usage was a contempt of
Parliament or whether it was a breach of the Members
of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978. It is very
important to take account of the Ombudsman’s
language in both his conclusions and his
recommendations because that will allow a rational and
calm consideration of this matter.
The purpose of the motion before the house is very
simple: to put into effect the Ombudsman’s
recommendation that the matter be referred to the
Privileges Committee. This is the reason the motion has
been brought to the house today by me. It is not to
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canvass issues that have been canvassed in the
Ombudsman’s report, and again I refer to the
Ombudsman’s moderate language, which is full of
qualifications in both his conclusions and
recommendations.
I am moving this motion today obviously in my
capacity as Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party. I am
not a member of the Privileges Committee, and it is
important that somebody who is not a member of that
committee move this particular motion. The Privileges
Committee is the traditional body to examine this type
of thing, and I do not think anyone, whether they agree
with the Ombudsman’s recommendations or not, is
disputing the qualification of the committee to analyse
this type of issue.
The members of the Privileges Committee of the
Legislative Assembly are: the member for Oakleigh,
the Attorney-General, the member for Yan Yean, the
leader of government business and member for Kew,
the member for Mornington, the Minister for Ports, the
member for Melton, the member for Dandenong and
the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security. The
Privileges Committee operates in a traditional way and
is the best body within the Parliament to deal with this
matter. I believe this body has the status and personnel
to pick up on the Ombudsman’s recommendations; it is
the most appropriate body to examine the issues
referred to it by the Ombudsman.
From day one the government’s position has been made
clear by the Premier. Its position is very simple: it
wishes to implement the Ombudsman’s two
recommendations on this matter. I draw the attention of
the house to a comment made by the Premier in this
chamber on 11 October which clearly articulates the
government’s position on this matter. He said:
The Ombudsman has made two recommendations, and I can
advise that the government accepts both of those
recommendations. One of those recommendations is to
ensure that the Department of Parliamentary Services reviews
the motor vehicle plan that is available to members of
Parliament. The second recommendation is that this matter be
referred to the Privileges Committee. That is what we accept
as a government, and that is what should happen.

That was the Premier’s response on behalf of the
government on the day the Ombudsman’s report was
released.
This motion provides an opportunity for the house to
consider the Ombudsman’s recommendations and,
more importantly, to accept the Ombudsman’s
recommendations. Obviously I commend the motion
before the house to all honourable members as the most
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effective means of picking up and acting on the
Ombudsman’s recommendations.
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government’s plans to improve traffic infrastructure as
Melbourne grows, and is he aware of any alternative
policies?

Sitting suspended 1.01 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to
acknowledge in the gallery John Richardson and Steve
McArthur, both former members. It is nice to have
them here.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Hospitals: bed numbers
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to his
election commitment to deliver 800 new hospital beds
to our public hospitals in order to slash waiting lists. I
ask: does the Premier continue to stand by this
commitment?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. The Australian Institute
of Health and Welfare in its latest report indicated that
the government was heading in the right direction and
had met the initial targets. I appreciate that the Leader
of the Opposition has just acknowledged that. The
challenges faced by the health and hospital system in
Victoria and right across Australia are very significant.
We have had cause to mention before the increased
demand, the changing demographic and the
withdrawal — the cessation — of a $50 million elective
surgery waiting list fund made available by the
commonwealth government. Then on Monday of this
week there was the withdrawal of a further $65 million
plus from the health and hospital system in just this
year alone, let alone the additional period ahead of us.
We remain committed to the health and hospital
system. We put more than $300 million into the
hospital system — a record level of funding. Indeed
more than $600 million has gone into the health system.
We will continue to drive that. We have some very
significant projects on the books in regard to hospitals,
including Box Hill Hospital and the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre along with Bendigo,
Geelong and other hospitals. We will continue to
support the health and hospital system throughout.

East–west link: benefits
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — My question
is to the Premier. Can the Premier outline the

Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the member
for his question and for his interest in infrastructure in
Victoria and Melbourne in particular. In the recent
budget we committed $15 million to the planning and
predevelopment works for the east–west link. It is an
important project, and geotechnical drilling has
continued in many parts of the proposed route. More
than 100 financiers and constructors attended an
industry briefing in July this year. They came from
Australia, Japan, Spain, France, Korea, the UK, Italy
and other areas. There is enormous interest in this
project. Victoria needs this project. Melbourne needs
this project. We need an alternative to the M1; we need
another east–west crossing.
We had to inject an additional $14 million for
maintenance into the West Gate Bridge in the 2012–13
budget. When it comes to the West Gate Bridge, more
than 160 000 vehicles travel across it every day. That
volume is projected to rise to more than 230 000 by
2030. On the other side the Eastern Freeway carries
more than 140 000 vehicles each day and around 40 per
cent of that traffic travels beyond the central city area.
The east–west link will help avoid the gridlock that can
occur in the city when even minor incidents, as we have
recently seen, take place. The east–west link is
supported by the Royal Automobile Club of Victoria,
the Committee for Melbourne, the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, the Australian
Workers Union, former Premier John Brumby, the
former Bracks government and even some opposition
members on the other side, although I know they have
the gag in their mouths. The project is supported by the
federal coalition, and we are pleased about that.
But there are those who have not expressed their
support for this project, and it is a remarkable thing.
One candidate in the recent Melbourne by-election had
this to say:
It will bring more traffic to Melbourne, it will ruin our parks
and neighbourhoods and it won’t solve the problem.

Some people in the Melbourne by-election indicated
that they were opposed to the east–west link — that is,
opposed to this essential piece of infrastructure.
Ms Thomson interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Footscray!
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Mr BAILLIEU — Many people support this
project, and some do not. What has surprised me is that
some of those people who have previously indicated
that they do not support this project, despite the support
it has across the community and indeed across
Australia, seem to now have changed their tune — but
only a little, little bit. Rather than supporting the
fundamental project — the east–west link as it is now
known — we now have someone out there saying they
are prepared to support something else
In probably the most remarkable piece of political spin
we have ever heard, this particular person who has been
opposed to the east–west link now supports the
west–east link. What a wonderful bit of spin. It was
never said to the people of Melbourne in the
by-election, but that is certainly what the Leader of the
Opposition said last week.

Hospitals: waiting lists
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
his description of the elective surgery waiting list in
2010 — a list of some 38 406 people — as, in his
words, ‘scandalous’. Can the Premier outline for all
Victorians how he would describe the current waiting
list, which now sees 46 131 Victorians waiting for their
surgery — an increase of 7725 people since this
Premier took office? How would he describe it now?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question and for his renewed
interest in statistics, because he did not seem to
demonstrate that when he was the health minister.
Indeed it is interesting, as I said just before — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has asked his question.
Mr BAILLIEU — As we have observed on many
occasions, the health and hospital system in Victoria is
facing significant challenges, not the least of which is
the withdrawal, the cessation, of elective surgery
waiting list funds by the commonwealth of some
$50 million; not the least of which are the changes to
the health insurance rebate scheme by the
commonwealth, which are putting on an additional
load; not the least of which is fundamental growth; and
not the least of which is the announcement on Monday
by the commonwealth that it intends to withdraw
hundreds of millions of dollars extra.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, standing
order 58 requires that matters not be debated. The
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Premier is clearly debating the matter, as he is going to
an issue that is a prospective issue. It has nothing to do
with his failure to deliver on the waiting lists as they
stand now. He is clearly debating the matter before the
house.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr BAILLIEU — And not the least of which was
the health deal that was signed up to by the previous
government. That health deal — the so-called ‘The
buck stops with me’ Kevin Rudd health deal — was
signed some two and a half years ago by eight
governments and not signed by one — the West
Australian government. When we came to government
we said we would look at that again. That deal was
flawed beyond repair, to the extent that when we
opened the door Labor governments from across
Australia rushed through to demolish it. Who was it
from Victoria who signed up to that deal? It was the
former government, led by the former Premier and the
then health minister. Who was the health minister in the
previous government? It was the current Leader of the
Opposition.

Regional and rural Victoria: federal funding
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — My question is to
the Deputy Premier and Minister for Regional and
Rural Development. Can the minister advise the house
on how financial decisions taken by the federal
government will impact on rural and regional Victoria?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for his question,
which is a very pertinent one. As a government we
recognise rural and regional Victoria as one of the key
drivers of our state’s economy and future prosperity.
That is why we are investing an absolute record amount
of funding through our regional investment programs.
They are intended to build infrastructure, drive
economic growth and create new jobs, particularly in
regional cities but also right across our country
communities throughout the regional parts of Victoria.
In contrast, the Gillard federal government is
short-changing regional Victoria. It is failing to provide
a fair share of the funding which is required to support
our Victorian-based projects, especially in the face of
damaging federal policy such as Labor’s carbon tax.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RYAN — The Latrobe Valley is the region of
Victoria most severely affected by carbon tax. I note the
laughter on the other side of the house — another
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example of how Labor simply does not care. The
commonwealth has been slow in recognising these
impacts upon the Latrobe Valley and in particular the
impact of the carbon tax.

stop the process it is currently engaged in, which in fact
is cheating these people of their just entitlements.

We are taking practical steps to address the position in
relation to the problems in the Gippsland economy.
There has been a lot of talk about cooperation and
support for Gippsland. The commonwealth, state and
local governments have jointly signed on to the Latrobe
Valley Transition Committee, but unfortunately the
federal government has at the moment essentially failed
to respond to the transition committee’s report in a
practical way. We as a government have responded to
that report very positively; we have not yet had a
responsible response from the federal government. The
commonwealth has an obligation to do more to assist
this region to manage the introduction of the carbon tax.

Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
his statement in this place on 8 December 2011, when
he said:

We are pleased to see that yesterday the commonwealth
at last announced the opening of the delayed round 3 of
Regional Development Australia Fund funding and the
opening of round 4 funding, but it is essential that this
money is actually spent in the regions and not in the
metropolitan area, as has been substantially the case in
the rounds that have been admitted to date.
In terms of supporting regional Victoria the most
mean-spirited effort on behalf of the Gillard Labor
government has been towards those communities that
have suffered significant impacts as a result of the
floods. Victoria has been hit by severe and repeated
floods. In December last year in the seat of Ripon —
held for the Labor Party by the member for Ripon —
the area of Joel Joel was hard hit as a result of the
floods. Earlier this year, in February and March, we
saw the impact of the floods up through northern
Victoria. Across Gippsland in the first week of June
again there was a substantial impact on those areas,
particularly in four affected local government areas.
We have made all sorts of material available to the
commonwealth, and we have done so over a period of
weeks and months. It is assessing these applications in a
totally different way than it has historically, and I might
say one of the things it has tried to do recently is run the
argument that it has offered $10 000 in relation to each
of the applications. There is no offer; there is no
proposal from the federal government. Worse still, as
the commonwealth government knows, these people
are entitled to payments of up to $25 000, and the
commonwealth government should honour the
arrangements that are in the natural disaster relief and
recovery arrangements. Those arrangements have been
in place for years, and the federal government should

Hospitals: bed numbers

Hospital beds are accounted for in the annual reports of
hospitals, as anybody who has served as the health minister
would know.

Given that none of the 82 health service annual reports
tabled in this Parliament this month detail where any of
the Premier’s promised 100 extra hospital beds are
located, I simply ask: where are the beds?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I refer to the remarks I
made in response to the Leader of the Opposition’s first
question, when I indicated that the Australian Institute
of Health and Welfare report on bed numbers
acknowledges that we are more than on target to meet
the commitments we have made. Indeed the Leader of
the Opposition acknowledged that in the course of that
question.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, in
terms of relevance, the question did not relate to the
Australian Institute of Health and Welfare report, the
question related to the Premier’s claim about hospital
annual reports tabled in this Parliament, and that is what
the Premier should confine his answer to.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is able to
answer a question in any way he wishes as long as it is
relevant to the question that was asked. I believe the
answer was relevant to the question that was asked,
therefore I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr BAILLIEU — Indeed we have increased
funding for Victoria’s public hospitals in the recent
budget. There is $9.3 billion of expenditure on acute
health — that is, as I have said before, $300 million
more than previously. That includes an additional
$160 million in capital funding for 2012–13 to support
health service expansion, including additional beds. We
are also building beds for the future and providing
additional funding for new beds, including renewing
existing assets. Those funding commitments were made
in the 2011–12 and 2012–13 budgets. We will be
funding successive rollouts of future new capacity
through major capital projects, which I mentioned in
my earlier answer. That is the way these things have
been measured in the past and will continue to be the
way these things are measured in the future.
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Federal government: funding cuts
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — My question is to the
Treasurer, and I ask: how will the federal government’s
budgetary decisions and its general economic
management affect Victoria’s economy?
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Hastings for his question. The Gillard government’s
economic and financial mismanagement is hitting the
Victorian economy and Victorian families, and in the
run-up to the midyear update this is what the federal
Treasurer Wayne Swan said: he will cut with care,
doing ‘everything possible to protect jobs and help pave
the way for classic Labor reforms’. That is what he
said.
What does ‘classic Labor reforms’ mean for the
Victorian economy? It means that the Gillard
government is laying the boot into front-line services
for Victorian public hospitals. It is laying the boot into
Victorian public hospitals — the emergency
departments, elective surgery, maternity wards,
intensive care units and children’s wards. How can they
be classic Labor reforms when it is laying the boot into
the front-line health system in this state? Cuts to the
front-line health system in this financial year will total
$67 million. In the forward estimates — over the next
four years — we are looking at $435 million — so
much for cutting with care.
But the classic Labor reforms go even further. They are
now cutting into pensioners and retirees who want to
take out private health cover, which will cost more —
so much for cutting with care. It does not stop there. In
another classic Labor reform there are cuts to
education. The so-called champions of education are
cutting front-line services — $55 million in this
financial year and $257 million over the forward
estimates. Just when you think the hypocritical Gillard
Labor government could not lay the boot in any harder,
it is now laying the boot into the apprenticeship
scheme.
Is it not ironic that when the opposition talks about cuts
to the apprenticeship scheme it is okay when Mr Swan
does it, but when the Skills in Need program is cut by
$380 million it is another kick. The Gillard government
has brought down its midyear update, and it shows that
there is nothing about funding for the response to the
Gonski report, for the national disability insurance
scheme, for social and community services sector
workers or for national partnerships.
Despite all of these attacks on the economy and
Victorian families, we are also dealing with a
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job-killing carbon tax — and we have seen power
prices increase by 15.3 per cent and gas prices increase
by 14.2 per cent. This is on top of the savage cuts to the
front-line services in health, education and
apprenticeships. But can members believe there is one
group that actually stands side by side with the Gillard
government in supporting these cuts to front-line
services in Victoria — the cuts to the hospitals, the cuts
to education and the cuts to the apprenticeship scheme?
One group — can members believe it? — stands side
by side with the Gillard government on these savage
cuts, and the members of the state opposition should
hang their heads in shame.

Hospitals: elective surgery
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. I refer the Premier to
his commitment that ‘there will be more’ elective
surgery ‘than under the previous government’, of
course referring to what would occur under his
government. I further refer the Premier to health service
annual reports tabled for the last financial year, which
show that since 2009–10 there have been 657 fewer
surgeries at Southern Health, 1360 fewer surgeries at
Western Health, 268 fewer surgeries at Barwon Health,
190 fewer surgeries at Northern Health — and I could
go on. I ask: why has the Premier broken his promise to
sick Victorians right across this state?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — Again I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. It makes me
wonder what some people opposite might have done if
$6 billion had been withdrawn from the GST pool they
had, if $50 million had been withdrawn by the
commonwealth and if the commonwealth had then
made other changes.
We accept that the system is under challenge. We make
no bones about that. But despite all that, we have
committed more than $300 million extra to the hospital
system in Victoria. To quote one health minister — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, on a
question of relevance, the Premier has been asked why
he said there would be more surgery when in fact there
has been less — not more but less — and it is those
matters, his own quotes, that he ought to address
himself to, not the abuse of others.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr BAILLIEU — There was a health minister who
used the phrase ‘record levels of funding’, and these are
record levels of funding, even though we have been
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subjected to a massive write-down in revenues worse
than occurred under the global financial crisis and even
though we have suffered the withdrawal of the
arrangements by the commonwealth for elective
surgery waiting lists, the further changes to the health
insurance rebate and the reductions that took place on
Monday.
We remain committed to the system — and we will be
working with hospitals and with all the stakeholders to
get the best possible results. I can only conclude that the
Leader of the Opposition does not really have a grasp
on the challenges that are before all states, and
particularly Victoria. He certainly does not have a grasp
on the challenges he left behind.

Education: federal funding
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — My question is to the
Minister for Education. Can the minister advise the
house how the federal government’s latest budget cuts
will affect Victoria’s education system?
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — I thank the
member for Mitcham for her question and for her really
great interest and involvement in education in her
electorate. The so-called and self-proclaimed education
Prime Minister has taken a savage cut with a razor to
education funding right throughout Australia and
especially in Victoria. She has taken the razor to early
childhood development, schools and universities and
also to training. As the Treasurer touched on,
$257 million less will flow through to Victorian schools
over the next four years. In just this financial year that
will mean that $55 million less will flow through to
Victorian schools, both government and
non-government.
With regard to trade training centres, $69 million that
Victoria should have been receiving has been further
delayed. The federal government just keeps putting
trade training centres on the never-never — and they
have been put out there for another year. That is
$69 million less for Victorian schools. Labor in
Canberra is very good at talking about teacher quality.
Victoria was due to receive $44.5 million in reward
payments. Where has that gone? It has gone. It has been
put on the never-never for another year.
We always hear from the federal government about the
digital education revolution and the Building the
Education Revolution (BER), and the Prime Minister
announced this year that we are going to have an
education crusade. Instead of revolutions and crusades
we have an education retreat. That is what the federal
government is doing: it is retreating from education.
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The best example of that — or the worst example — is
the Building the Education Revolution, in relation to
which we have been left by the federal government
with incredible cost overruns.
We have had buildings that we could not afford to have
demolished, we have had schools given buildings that
they did not want or need and we have had ongoing
costs in maintenance, cleaning and utilities that were
never accounted for. The price to Victorian education is
now $70 million, which is what we have been left with
by the previous government following the debacle of
the BER. Recently I was down at Longford Primary
School, where the parents have had to fork out $50 000
to finish off the landscaping at their school. They did it
themselves, but they should not have needed to — the
federal government should have been there to cover it.
A whole range of other programs have been cut by the
federal government. It has just been a debacle. When I
look at vocational education and training and university
funding I note a whole range of programs that have
been cut, whether it be the $440 million for skills that
the country needs or the $54 million reduction in
incentives for employers to take on apprentices. That
can be compared with the actions of the Victorian
government, which has increased subsidies for
apprenticeships. Eleven million dollars of funding has
been taken from programs that would help job seekers
find apprenticeships. Again, that can be compared with
the increase in funding that this government has
provided for all apprentices.
An amount of $270 million is being taken out of
facilitation funding for universities. That will cost
Victoria alone $70 million. Some $500 million is being
taken out of research programs, which will affect
Victoria’s great universities. There is also the delayed
implementation of $167 million of funding for support
of masters students — and it goes on.
But who has been silent? The member for Monbulk and
the member for Eltham have been strangely silent. In
the debate on the matter of public importance members
opposite were strangely silent. We are the ones who are
tackling education. We are the ones who are increasing
funding in education. We are fixing up the mess, and
we are doing a far better job than the federal
government.

Lake Mountain Alpine Resort: management
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — My question is to the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change. I refer
to the Lake Mountain Alpine Resort, which was rebuilt
at a cost of more than $15 million following the 2009
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Black Saturday bushfires and which the Deputy
Premier himself has described as ‘nothing less than
magnificent’. Can the minister guarantee the 18 staff at
the Lake Mountain Alpine Resort and the hundreds of
others employed in industries depending on the resort
that there will be no rationalisation of services or job
losses at this magnificent facility?
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank the member for Bellarine
for her question. For some time now the Lake
Mountain Alpine Resort has been a drain on the
Victorian taxpayer in terms of the government having
to make up the deficit each year. This government is
taking steps now to make that resort financially
sustainable so it will no longer be a resort that the
Victorian taxpayer has to prop up. We are taking steps
to make sure that the management going forward will
lead to a more sustainable resort in the future.

Jury system: reform
Mr WATT (Burwood) — My question is to the
Attorney-General. Can the Attorney-General inform the
house about the coalition government’s work to reform
jury directions in criminal trials.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I thank the
honourable member for Burwood for his question on
this very important issue. The right to a trial by jury is
one of the cornerstones of the criminal justice system in
Victoria. Jurors bring real-world, practical experience
to the courtroom when they are asked to decide on an
accused’s guilt or innocence beyond reasonable doubt.
Unfortunately Victoria’s jury system is under pressure
brought on by more than a decade of neglect. The
average length of cases decided in Victoria has
increased steadily as the previous government added
more and more complexity to the law with little regard
for the practical consequences in the courtroom. As a
result, the directions that are given by judges to juries in
Victoria have often become little more than detailed
and tedious legal lectures. That is not because trial
judges wish to do it that way, and it is not for the sake
of ensuring that juries are better informed; it is because
they feel they need to do so in order to avoid leaving
openings for defence counsel to bring appeals on the
grounds of an alleged error or omission in a judge’s
directions. In the average 10-day trial in Victoria it now
takes a judge far longer to give directions to the jury
than anywhere else in Australia or New Zealand.
The Victorian Law Reform Commission looked at jury
directions in 2009 and provided a series of detailed
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recommendations on how to fix the problems, yet the
previous government failed to act on that report. That is
why the coalition committed to introduce jury reforms
during the course of the election campaign. I am
pleased to be able to inform the house that a range of
work is under way to simplify the law on jury
directions in areas such as how judges present the law
and the facts to the jury and how directions can better
fit the facts of each case. These reforms are being
undertaken in collaboration with the courts to make
sure that the changes that are made to the law will
actually work as intended and will make a positive
difference in reducing delays and unjustified appeals.
I am very pleased to say that earlier in the month I
attended a ceremony at the Supreme Court at which I
was presented on behalf of the government with a copy
of a report entitled Simplification of Jury Directions
Project, otherwise known as the Weinberg report,
which was prepared by a team led by Justice Weinberg
of the Court of Appeal with staff from the Judicial
College of Victoria and the Department of Justice and
with input from the profession, the public prosecution
service and Victoria Legal Aid.
The report examines and makes detailed
recommendations on key aspects of jury directions,
including complicity, inferences and circumstantial
evidence, tendency and coincidence evidence, and
warnings on unreliable evidence. The report will
provide a solid and practical basis for legislative reform
alongside other work that has been done and is
continuing to be done by the Jury Directions Advisory
Group led by the Department of Justice.
Trial by jury is a safeguard that has stood the test of
centuries; however, we need to ensure that the law,
rules and procedures under which juries operate are
clear and fair so that juries are presented with the facts
and the law in a way which helps rather than hinders
them in reaching a just verdict. That is why during the
election campaign we said that we would act to remedy
the problems the previous government had left, that it
had repeatedly added to the complexity, the time and
the cost of trials through legislating to impose ever
more complex and detailed requirements on judges as
to the directions they give to juries.
The government is committed to reforms to tackle those
problems. The Weinberg report will make an
invaluable contribution to those reforms. I thank the
Chief Justice of Victoria and the President of the Court
of Appeal for their commitment to this project, and I
congratulate Justice Weinberg and his team on all they
have achieved.
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PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE
Reference
Debate resumed.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business) — Prior to the luncheon adjournment,
I was speaking on the motion before the house, which I
moved, to refer the Ombudsman’s recommendation 2
to the Privileges Committee for investigation and
report. Very briefly, to recapitulate, the position that I
put to the house highlighted the Ombudsman’s
conclusions and recommendations, and I walked the
house through the precise terminology of what the
Ombudsman recommended. I do not propose to repeat
that, as I have already mentioned it. I indicated that the
purpose of this motion before the house is to do
something very simple, and that is to refer the
Ombudsman’s recommendation to the Privileges
Committee, which is what the Ombudsman has
indicated he would like to happen.
Again I make the point that whilst the Ombudsman
flagged an unnamed possible alternative in his
recommendation, it is the longstanding practice of this
house that the Privileges Committee handles matters
such as this, which is presumably why the Ombudsman
mentioned the Privileges Committee first. That is the
import of the resolution before the house.
Prior to the break I specifically mentioned the fact that
the Premier has moved to implement those
recommendations expeditiously. In the first instance he
said that the government would accept both
recommendations, and I quoted the Premier in the
house. I also advised the house that the Premier has
subsequently written to both the Speaker and the
President in relation to the implementation of
recommendation 1 relating to the members of
Parliament vehicle plan.
On 11 October, the date of the tabling of the
Ombudsman’s report, the government on two occasions
sought leave of the opposition to have the matter
referred to the Privileges Committee. Yesterday the
government again asked for leave from the
opposition — of course it is the opposition’s right to
refuse; I am not questioning that for a moment — and
the opposition again refused leave to have an
expeditious referral of this matter to the Privileges
Committee. Three times an attempt was made to
actually — —
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
motion before the house is not to do with the
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opposition; it is to do with the Ombudsman’s report and
the recommendation regarding the referral to the
Privileges Committee of the issues around the rorting
by the member for Frankston. It would be helpful for
the conduct of the debate if the Deputy Leader of the
Liberal Party does not go down the path of attacking
the opposition, which is clearly the path she is intending
to take.
Ms ASHER — On the point of order, Speaker, the
motion before the house specifically relates to
recommendation 2, which is the referral to the
Privileges Committee and I am talking precisely to that
particular point. I am well within the ambit of the
debate according to the rules of this place.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Ms ASHER — Thank you, Speaker. As I said, it
was the government’s desire to implement the
Ombudsman’s recommendations as expeditiously as
possible. The Premier announced on the day the
Ombudsman’s report was released that the government
would implement both those recommendations. We
attempted to have this matter referred to the Privileges
Committee at 12.09 p.m. on Thursday,
11 October — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms ASHER — A remark has been addressed to me
across the chamber, which I know I should not respond
to. I have been told that is to avoid scrutiny, which is in
complete contrast to a report in today’s newspaper
which seems to imply that scrutiny should happen in
the light of day under the full glare of media scrutiny.
Believe it or not, 12.09 p.m. is in daylight! The second
occasion on which we sought leave to have this matter
referred to the Privileges Committee was at 3.02 p.m.
on Thursday, 11 October. The opposition did not like
that time either. The third occasion on which we sought
leave to have a debate on the referral to the Privileges
Committee was at 5.58 p.m., which is also in daylight.
I accept that the opposition has now chosen to allow the
process to occur, and we commenced debate on this
motion at 12.45 p.m. I make the general point that on
three occasions the government tried to move this
motion to refer the matter expeditiously to the
Privileges Committee, but the opposition chose not to
give leave. We will debate it today. It is the
government’s intention to see this matter debated
insofar as the chamber wishes to debate it — they are
the rules — and to have the matter referred to the
Privileges Committee.
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The motion before the house today is very simple. The
Ombudsman recommended two courses of action to the
government and indeed the Parliament. The first
recommendation has been implemented insofar as the
government has referred the matter of any possible
amendments to the car plan to both the Speaker and the
President. The government has accepted what the
independent umpire has put forward. It has accepted
that this matter should go to the Privileges Committee.
It is now a matter for this house to decide whether it
accepts recommendation 2.
The idea behind this motion is that it will allow the
house to refer the matter to the Privileges Committee,
should the house so desire. This is now an opportunity
for the house to accept the Ombudsman’s
recommendations in full, in particular in regard to
recommendation 2. I commend the motion to the house.
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I
join what is a serious and substantive debate in relation
to a report of the Ombudsman and a referral to the
Privileges Committee. I begin by providing the house
with a quote:
If you do the crime, you need to pay up. If you do the crime,
you need to pay both in time and cost, no matter how long it
takes.

Who might have said that? It was none other than the
member for Frankston just two months ago in this
chamber. These were the words used by the member
for Frankston to describe the Baillieu government’s
attitude to crime, and it is on these words that the
credibility and integrity of the member for Frankston
and his Premier will ultimately rest.
Earlier this year whistleblowers exposed the member
for Frankston’s conspiracy to defraud the Victorian
taxpayer. His conduct has since become the subject of a
damning report — few have been more damning — by
the Victorian Ombudsman, which makes very
interesting reading, and he is under ongoing
investigation by Victoria Police. The member for
Frankston’s conduct betrayed the public trust, brought
contempt upon this Parliament and breached the codes
of duty to which each of us, as members of Parliament,
must conform. His conduct was deceitful. It was
deceptive, and it was without any doubt deliberate. It
attached public function to private interest, and it was
and ought be condemned.
Mr O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, my
understanding of the standing orders and rulings from
the Chair is that imputations against a member of this
place are only orderly if made by substantive motion. I
put to you that this is a procedural motion to refer a
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matter to the Privileges Committee, and it is the
Privileges Committee which will make inquiries and
canvass issues relating to the conduct contained in the
report of the Victorian Ombudsman. There is nothing in
the wording of the motion before the house which
allows for the imputation the Leader of the Opposition
is now making against the member for Frankston, and I
would urge you to bring the Leader of the Opposition to
order and have him not make imputations against the
member for Frankston.
Mr ANDREWS — On the point of order, Speaker,
this is a feeble attempt to limit debate on these
important matters, and I would ask you to not uphold
the point of order and to allow me to continue with my
contribution on this important substantive issue and the
substantive motion before the house today.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr ANDREWS — The Victorian Ombudsman
investigated the member for Frankston’s conduct and
earlier this month delivered the verdict. The report
established the following as fact: the member for
Frankston used his parliamentary vehicle for a
commercial trip to Sale and used his parliamentary fuel
card to purchase fuel for a private vehicle; the member
for Frankston gave his parliamentary vehicle to staff
members for commercial purposes to travel to towns
across Victoria and to cities interstate; and, under his
instruction, staff members travelled to South Australia,
Warrnambool, Albury, Lakes Entrance, Phillip Island,
Traralgon, Wagga Wagga and Yarrawonga.
The Ombudsman heard evidence from staff members
who worked at the member for Frankston’s business,
Southern Cross Hardware. They said:
The only vehicle he had provided to me was the
parliamentary one, and I was continuing to travel to see
customers and run the business on a day-to-day basis.

Further:
He … told me that, if anyone asked me about it, I was to say I
had the car for private use.

He went on:
Mr Shaw went off at me for not using the parliamentary card.
So, the following Friday he met with me and we refilled a
SCH [Southern Cross Hardware] car using the fuel card.

And this is my favourite in this report:
I specifically recall Mr Shaw asking me to reverse back from
the pump so the service station operator could not take the
registration number.
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The report says that during a 52-day period when a staff
member had continuous use of the parliamentary
vehicle it had travelled over 6500 kilometres. That
figure within that period is approximately three times
greater than the distance any average Australian would
drive their car. The report said that during that 52-day
period the parliamentary fuel card was used to purchase
$1250 worth of fuel. That 52-day amount is almost
exactly what the average Victorian will spend on fuel in
an entire year.
The report shows that the member for Frankston went
to some lengths — indeed, extraordinary lengths — to
cover his tracks; he just did not do it particularly well.
When he was questioned about his commercial trip to
Sale he said it was incidental to a private trip to Lakes
Entrance, but the Ombudsman found that instead of
travelling to Lakes Entrance the member for Frankston
travelled only to Sale in the morning to collect stock
and then returned later that day. The member later said
he gave his parliamentary vehicle to one of his staff
members whenever his private business vehicle was in
for a service, but the Ombudsman found that the private
business vehicle was only in for a service on two days
throughout this entire period.
In the course of the investigation the member for
Frankston produced a statutory declaration from
someone I am sure he thought might be helpful to his
cause, Mr E. It is interesting to note that Mr E is a
former employee, and he apparently had a version of
events that conveniently, or at least he thought,
supported the member for Frankston’s version of this
systematic rorting. The problem, of course, was that
when Mr E — not Mr Einstein, I might add — was
interviewed many inaccuracies were found in his
declaration. Under oath he conceded — and this is
pretty good stuff too, I would have thought — that only
50 per cent, only half, of his declaration was based on
unreliable information.
It appears the member for Frankston tried in vain, under
oath, to construct reliable alibis and defences. That is
just not the way a member of Parliament ought to act
regardless of which party put them into this place. It is
as simple as that. That is what the people of Frankston
believe. That is what the people in my electorate of
Mulgrave believe. I am certain that people right across
the state would concur that that is not the way a
member of Parliament should conduct themselves —
not at all. The defence the member for Frankston has
mounted is feeble. It is unbecoming. It is completely
unconvincing, and it is almost sad.
The report of the Ombudsman laid bare the member for
Frankston’s ultimate responsibility for his
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misconduct — his rorting — as well as his
responsibility for the misconduct of his staff and his
knowledge of the laws that govern this Parliament. The
report said the member for Frankston knew his
parliamentary vehicle could not be used for any
commercial purpose. That is very clear in the
Ombudsman’s report, but the report said the member
for Frankston did exactly that. Knowing not to do it, he
then went ahead and did it. It is as simple as that. The
report said that he knew his staff were doing it; in fact
he had instructed them to behave in that manner. He
had instructed them to assist him in rorting his
parliamentary entitlements. The report of the
Ombudsman says staff would meet with the member
for Frankston ‘generally every Friday or every second
Friday’ to discuss what trips were planned — that is,
commercial trips, not trips in any way connected with
his responsibilities as a member of this house. The
report quotes the member for Frankston saying, in
relation to the conduct of his staff:
… the responsibility lies with me and I’ll be the one that
wears the burden …

If only that were the case. Make no mistake — the
member for Frankston’s conduct was carefully
calculated. It was premeditated. It was planned, and he
is accountable for it. His intention was to knowingly
use taxpayers funds to prop up a private business. His
intention was to rort the very system he was entrusted
to uphold. When he was caught red-handed he claimed
without hesitation that he had done nothing wrong; he
claimed he was innocent.
Let us talk about the vehicle plan. He is most certainly
not innocent. Parliamentary vehicles are made available
to members of Parliament to assist as elected
representatives, not as hardware store owners. That is a
very simple notion and one I would have thought all
members would understand. It is a longstanding plan
that governs the use of parliamentary vehicles. It is a
plan within which obligations are made very clear to
members upon their election to this Parliament. The
plan says:
It is the member’s responsibility to ensure the person(s)
authorised to drive the vehicle does not use it for commercial
or illegal purposes.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — That is what it says; that is what
the document says. The Victorian Ombudsman said:
… the plan has been accepted by members of Parliament …
as containing the rules under which those vehicles are
provided.
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That is not my conclusion, although it is one upon
which I readily draw; it is the conclusion of the
Ombudsman. These are the rules. They are well known
by all members including, by his own admission, the
rorting member for Frankston.

judgement is not for us to make, which is why these
matters have been forwarded to Victoria Police — we
believe there may well have been breaches of the
Crimes Act 1958 in relation to these matters, this
rorting and this misconduct.

The Ombudsman said:

But the member for Frankston does not think that at all.
He claims that he is innocent of all charges and matters.
He claims that a four-and-a-half-month Ombudsman’s
investigation apparently got it all wrong. His claim rests
on one particular quirk of language, which is very
important to understand because it is central to the
member for Frankston’s feeble attempt to explain and
excuse his own misconduct, his rorting and his placing
of his private interests and private gains ahead of his
public duty. This claim, this quirk of language, is
central to the member for Frankston’s feeble defence.
His claim rests on, as I said, a particular quirk of
language. The vehicle plan states that members ‘should
not’ use vehicles for commercial purposes. It does not
say, we readily concede, members ‘must not’ use
vehicles for those purposes. It may well have said
‘Members should not break the law’. It does not, of
course, but for anyone in the Victorian community the
lack of the word ‘must’ does not make the obligation
any less fundamental or the punishment deserved any
less severe.

… members of Parliament are bound to comply with the
plan …

He said that it is a standard that people expect members
of this place to observe.
What is more, the Members of Parliament (Register of
Interests) Act 1978 also enforces a strict code of
conduct upon members. It says that the conduct of a
member must not bring discredit upon the Parliament
and that a member of Parliament cannot be endangered
or subordinated by their involvement in conflicting
private interests.
The Ombudsman pored over these records for some
time with forensic precision, which I am sure is most
annoying to the member for Frankston. With that
forensic precision he was able to detail, document and
offer comment on every moment of every single
breach. After a comprehensive examination the
Ombudsman believes the member’s actions could
amount to an abuse of privilege in contempt of this
Parliament.
The opposition believes the member for Frankston’s
commitment to the rules of this Parliament was warped
by an obsession with his hardware store. The
opposition believes that this obsession eventually
became a calculated effort to siphon taxpayer dollars
and so benefit the bottom line of that business to which
the member for Frankston seems almost exclusively
committed.
The opposition believes the member for Frankston is a
rorter. Make no mistake about that; it is plain and
simple. I could not be clearer. I and my colleagues in
the parliamentary Labor Party regard the member for
Frankston as nothing more than a rorter. It is as simple
as that. He is someone who cannot in any respect claim
to be a representative of his local community. He is
someone who cannot claim to uphold standards. He is
someone who cannot claim to be committed to the
values, traditions, forms and procedures of this
Parliament. His premeditated actions put him outside
this entire structure.
The opposition believes the member for Frankston has
brought discredit and shame to this Parliament, and in
our judgement — and we accept that the final

Presumably the member for Frankston considers any
formal parliamentary directive containing the words
‘should not’ as a prompt for unfettered discretion.
Presumably the member for Frankston thinks he can
slip through so long as he maintains that there is a clear
difference between the terms ‘should not’ and ‘must
not’. But there is no difference at all between those
terms, and the member for Frankston knows it.
Let me give a couple of examples. In August the
member for Frankston said catching hoon drivers —
wait for it — ‘should not’ just be left to police or
politicians. In March he said the customers of our water
businesses — wait for it — ‘should not’ be subject to
different laws. In February this year he said our
firefighters ‘should not’ feel threatened by litigation.
The member for Frankston thinks a lot of things
‘should not’ happen. But after two years in this place he
has never used the term ‘must not’. If you do a Hansard
search for the member for Frankston and the term ‘must
not’ — the term upon which his feeble defence to his
rorting rests — that term cannot be found.
An honourable member — It will now!
Mr ANDREWS — It will now, I am sure. It cannot
be found. This defence — this feeble attempt to excuse
the inexcusable and to defend the indefensible — is an
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insult to this Parliament, to the people of Frankston and
to the people of this great state.
We are here today to talk about referring something to
the Privileges Committee to determine whether there
has been contempt of this Parliament. That is a serious
business, but I will tell you what is more serious:
contempt for the people of Frankston. That is what the
member for Frankston has shown by siphoning off
moneys he was not entitled to and misusing resources
in a completely inappropriate, and I would argue,
potentially criminal manner for his own private gain.
The good, hardworking people of Frankston have been
shown a degree of contempt that is historic.
Recently I was in Frankston and I drove past quite a
few small businesses. I will bet my house that if I had
walked in to any of those businesses and said, ‘Listen,
how would you like a deal where you get to run your
business with taxpayers money and the Parliament of
Victoria will let you use a fuel card to fill up a private
vehicle?’, I know what the answer would be. What do
you reckon the answer might have been? I am pretty
confident any small business in Frankston would like
the terms the member for Frankston saw fit to give to
himself and his hardware business. We can have a long
debate about the member’s contempt for this
Parliament, but the member for Frankston will
ultimately be accountable for the contempt he has
shown to the people of Frankston.
The member for Frankston knows his defence is wholly
inadequate; he knows it will not stand up to the
judgement of the voters of Frankston or the voters in
our great state. The member for Frankston also knows
what the word ‘crime’ means. He has often told us —
indeed lectured us — that if you do the crime, you need
to do the time and pay the cost. He has often told us that
crime will not be tolerated, yet he tolerates it, his party
tolerates it, the government he is apparently a good
member of tolerates it and, shamefully, the Premier
tolerates it.
The Premier of this state has a rorter in his ranks, and
instead of doing the right thing — instead of reading the
Ombudsman’s report and then coming to the only
reasonable conclusion: that the behaviour of the
member for Frankston cannot be excused in any
way — the greatest shame in all this is that the Premier
tolerates it. The Premier ought to have got the member
for Frankston into his office and said, ‘There is no place
for you in the parliamentary Liberal Party’, but of
course he did not, because the Premier’s majority is
altogether more important to the Premier than his
integrity. The fact that the Premier continues to stand
shoulder to shoulder with the rorter for Frankston
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simply makes the point time and again that the member
for Frankston and his appalling conduct are an indelible
stain on this Premier’s claim to be someone of high
standards and integrity.
Mr O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker,
accepting your earlier ruling in relation to the
substantive nature of this motion and imputations
against the member for Frankston, I would suggest that
the Leader of the Opposition is now straying beyond
that and making clear imputations against the Premier,
who is not the subject of this motion. He is therefore
disorderly and should be brought back to order.
Ms Hennessy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Altona!
Mr ANDREWS — On the point of order, Speaker,
I ask you not to uphold the minister’s point of order. I
am simply following the lead of the Deputy Leader of
the Liberal Party, the member for Brighton, who at
length quoted and sought the universal praise of this
house for her leader, the Premier. On relevance, for
heaven’s sake she quoted him and singled him out for
praise. If the Premier’s conduct is relevant to this
motion when it suits the government, then his conduct
when it does not suit the government is relevant to this
motion. Speaker, I put it to you that there is no point of
order and I ought be again invited to continue my
contribution.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The Premier is not subject to this
recommendation from the Ombudsman, and therefore I
do not support the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr ANDREWS — On the point of order, Speaker,
the Premier may not be the subject of the motion, and I
respect your ruling, but one can hardly have been
anywhere near the public debate in the last couple of
weeks and not seen the Premier of our state describe the
member for Frankston as ‘a good local member’.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to get back to the debate before the house,
which is the Ombudsman’s report.
Mr ANDREWS — There is no imputation in what I
am saying. I am simply quoting the Premier’s words, as
did the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party — she can
quote him and I cannot?
The SPEAKER — Order! I am asking the Leader
of the Opposition to return to the motion before the
house.
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Mr ANDREWS — On a point of order, Speaker —
sorry, but can we stop the clock and maybe resolve this
matter?
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not here to argue
with the Leader of the Opposition. I ask that he get on
with the debate or I will sit him down.
Mr ANDREWS — I respect your ruling, Speaker,
and your refusal to allow me to make a point of order,
but let the record reflect that the Deputy Leader of the
Liberal Party can quote the Premier till the cows come
home when it suits her purposes, but if anyone else dare
criticise our glorious leader, then that would be
irrelevant and an offence to the standing orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! Can I suggest the Leader
of the Opposition get back to the debate before the
house?
Mr ANDREWS — Speaker, you have indicated
you do not want to argue with me, and I do not want to
argue with you.
The SPEAKER — Order! And I will not.
Mr ANDREWS — So I am happy to return to the
motion before the house; I am not certain I drifted away
from it, but I will oblige you.
The SPEAKER — Order! You did.
Mr ANDREWS — The member for Frankston is a
rorter and has behaved in an appalling way. He has his
defenders, but I will let the people of Victoria make
their own judgement on those who stand shoulder to
shoulder with the rorter from Frankston — and I am
very confident that they will.
I want to talk about the issue of the Privileges
Committee, the subject of this motion, which the
Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party had a bit to say
about. The Privileges Committee is a committee
dominated by members of the government. There are
five government members on the committee, four of
whom are ministers and one of whom is a
parliamentary secretary — a junior minister — and all
of whom rely on the vote of the member for Frankston
in order to continue in their respective roles, roles that I
am certain they cherish and are very happy in. That is
simply a statement of fact. It is Spring Racing Carnival
time, and although I am not a betting person, I will
make a brave prediction that this
government-dominated committee will not come back
with the most serious sanction. I will also make a brave
prediction — —
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Mr O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the Opposition is now traducing the
Privileges Committee of this Parliament. He is
effectively prejudging a matter which has not even been
referred by this house to the committee. It is completely
disorderly for the Leader of the Opposition to continue
attacking the committee in this way. In the interests of
fairness and due process for the Privileges Committee,
which has applied for many years under all shades of
government, I ask you to return the Leader of the
Opposition to discussing the substantive motion, not
attacking the committee.
Mr ANDREWS — On the point of order, Speaker,
perhaps the minister was not in the chamber when the
Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party moved this motion.
It is Spring Racing Carnival time, and in an effort that
Gai Waterhouse would have been proud of, the Deputy
Leader of the Liberal Party, the member for Brighton,
gave the greatest set of riding instructions to the
Privileges Committee I have heard. Let us not have any
of this nonsense. The Privileges Committee is central to
this debate. I cast no aspersions; I am simply making
predictions. People can make their own judgements
about whether this is the County Court or whether it is
the Privileges Committee dominated by the
government. I put it to you, Speaker, that there is no
point of order, and I ask that I be allowed to continue
my contribution.
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the Leader of
the Opposition was casting aspersions on the Privileges
Committee, which is a committee of this Parliament.
One would expect that a committee of this Parliament,
whichever committee it may be of the several
committees we have, would not be criticised by
members on one side of the house or the other.
Mr Pandazopoulos — On a point of order, Speaker,
as a member of the Privileges Committee I am not
offended at all. I think it is entirely appropriate in this
debate that the ability of the Privileges Committee to do
its work be subject to question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have already ruled on
that matter.
Mr ANDREWS — The Privileges Committee will
have an opportunity to perform its functions, and I think
it is appropriate that the committee examine the rorting
behaviour of the member of Frankston — his appalling
and inexcusable behaviour. We all know the sanctions
that are applicable, and we will wait to see what comes
back from the Privileges Committee. The opposition
will be only too pleased to support the motion that is
before the house, but it will be very interesting to see
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whether the Privileges Committee applies a similar
methodology to its examination of this reference as it
did to a previous reference in relation to the member for
Mount Waverley. I cast no aspersions, but it is a matter
of fact that no witnesses were called and that the
hearings were not public.
Honourable members interjecting.
Debate interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Minister for Ports
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Ports
can leave the chamber for 30 minutes.
Minister for Ports withdrew from chamber.

PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE
Reference
Debate resumed.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has returned to criticism of a parliamentary
committee. I ask him to refrain from that or I will ask
him to sit down.
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) —
Speaker, I am happy to comply with your ruling, and I
am happy to provide the Privileges Committee and
indeed the house with an amendment to this motion.
The amendment will provide an opportunity to enhance
public scrutiny of this issue — that is, the systematic
rorting of the member for Frankston. Accordingly, I
move:
That after the word ‘report’ there be inserted the words ‘and
requires the committee to take any evidence from the member
for Frankston in public’.

In speaking in support of my amendment, I make the
point that we cannot have secrecy around this, we
cannot have the perception of a lack of impartiality —
the honourable member for Lyndhurst describes it as a
‘whitewash’. I would be offending your ruling,
Speaker, if I used that language, but the member for
Lyndhurst has done so. There needs to be the
disinfectant that comes from sunlight cast upon this
sorry affair, the member for Frankston and his conduct,
and the close examination by his Liberal and National
party colleagues and other members of the Privileges
Committee ought to be done in public. The media, the
people of Frankston and others who might be interested
in these matters ought to be able to view and listen to
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and take in all of its glory any testimony or other
evidence provided by the member for Frankston.
It is for those purposes that I move this amendment. Far
from casting aspersions on the Privileges Committee,
the amendment is an opportunity to enhance this
process well beyond what might be termed the more
contemporary experience of that august committee of
this house. Public hearings are what we are entitled to;
public hearings are what I would urge all members of
this house to vote for.
Let me go back to where I started. Few more damning
reports have been tabled in this house in relation to the
systematic rorting of a member of Parliament — the
systematic abuse of public resources for private profit
and private gain. This goes against everything this
government claims to hold dear; this goes against
everything that the people of Frankston hold dear; and
this goes against everything that any decent Victorian
holds dear. Public resources ought to be used for the
public good, not by members to run their hardware
store, not to make profits, not to prop up their own
business. This is a full-time hardware store owner and a
part-time member of Parliament. He has been caught
out showing a spectacular misunderstanding of his
duties — absolutely spectacular — to the point of it
being an incredible and unbelievable misunderstanding
of his private interests and his public duties, his private
funds, his private profits and his public resources.
This motion is worthy of support. It is enhanced by the
amendment that I have moved. I put it to all honourable
members, and I urge them to support it. The member
for Frankston stands condemned today by what is in the
Ombudsman’s report. I conclude by simply saying this:
those who stand shoulder to shoulder with the rorting
member for Frankston stand equally condemned. They
will need to live with the indelible mark that they failed
the test of leadership.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to support the motion that has
been moved by the Minister for Innovation, Services
and Small Business, the member for Brighton, which I
am pleased to see the opposition now supports. This is a
motion that has been brought about as a consequence of
the Victorian Ombudsman’s report of October this year,
which was of an investigation into allegations against
the member for Frankston. As you would be aware,
Speaker, and as is identified on page 4 of the report at
point 10, in May 2012 in your capacity as the Speaker
of the Legislative Assembly you received disclosures
under the Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 in
relation to the conduct of the member for Frankston.

PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE
Wednesday, 24 October 2012

ASSEMBLY

You then determined, Speaker, that the disclosures met
the requirement for protected disclosure under part 2 of
the act, and on 1 June of this year you referred the
disclosures to the Ombudsman in accordance with
section 96 of the act. That is a position that we believe
was appropriate in the course of this particular incident,
and it was appropriate for the matters to be referred to
the Ombudsman. The Ombudsman, as we are all aware,
conducted a review and investigated witnesses, some of
them named and some of them unnamed, and as a
consequence he prepared a report which was presented
to the Parliament. In that report he made a number of
conclusions, and I would just like to draw the attention
of the house to two of them. In clause 136, which is on
page 20, the Ombudsman specifies that:
Given that Mr Shaw’s actions were inconsistent with the
plan —

that being the parliamentary motor vehicle plan —
I consider that those actions may amount to a breach of
privilege, a contempt of Parliament and/or a breach of the
code of conduct established by the register of interests act.
This is, of course, a matter for the Legislative Assembly to
consider and resolve, and for that purpose, I recommend that
the house refer this issue to the Privileges Committee of that
house or such other committee as the house considers
appropriate for consideration and recommendation to the
house.

In clause 137 he notes:
In addition Mr Shaw has been publicly reported as stating that
he will reimburse the Parliament for the cost of any
commercial trips undertaken in his vehicle. The Parliament
may wish to consider accepting this avenue.

As members would be aware, and as is consistent with
a number of reports that have been tabled in this house
by the Ombudsman, many of which are listed in the
back of the Ombudsman’s report, these were the
conclusions that the Ombudsman reached after he had
conducted his investigation over a successive period of
months. As a consequence of his conclusions he made
two recommendations. In recommendation 1, which
deals with the confusion that had been identified in
regard to the operation of the members of Parliament
motor vehicle plan, he recommends that:
The Department of Parliamentary Services review the
foundation of the members of Parliament motor vehicle plan
(the plan) and advise the presiding officers regarding the
means by which a clear legislative basis can be provided
for …

That relates to the interpretation of the plan, which has
been discussed by earlier speakers.
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Recommendation 2 states:
The Legislative Assembly consider referring the issue of
Mr Shaw’s use of his vehicle to the Privileges Committee of
that house or such other committee as the house considers
appropriate for consideration and report —

on a range of issues.
These are the Ombudsman’s recommendations, and
following the tabling of the report in this house the
government moved on two occasions on 11 October, as
the Minister for Tourism and Major Events has
identified, to have this matter referred to the Privileges
Committee. On both occasions leave was refused by the
opposition. In addition, yesterday the opportunity was
sought to refer the matter to the Privileges Committee.
This is now the fourth attempt to have the matter
referred to the Privileges Committee. Clause 136 on
page 20 and recommendation 2 on page 23 indicate the
Ombudsman’s clear expectation that this matter would
be referred to the Privileges Committee. We now
understand that the opposition supports this matter
being referred to the committee.
The wording of the recommendation is not the wording
of the government. The wording in recommendation 2
in relation to the matters which need to be investigated
by the Privileges Committee was determined by the
Ombudsman. I think all of us in this house would be of
the clear view that if the Ombudsman has undertaken
an investigation as a consequence of a situation that has
been referred to him under the Whistleblowers
Protection Act 2001 by you, Speaker, that it is the most
appropriate course of action to deal with this process. If
the Ombudsman had come up with alternative
recommendations, we would have been debating those
alternative recommendations. But what we have before
the house are the recommendations that were provided
to the Parliament by the Ombudsman.
In recommendation 2 the Ombudsman has made it very
clear what the role of the Parliament should be in
dealing with this matter. If the Ombudsman was of the
view that the Privileges Committee should operate in a
manner different to that in which it has historically
operated in this Parliament since it was established,
then he would have identified that. But what we have
before us is a clear recommendation from the
Ombudsman for this matter to be referred to the
Privileges Committee, and we have accepted the
recommendation. The government has not shirked any
of the recommendations on this issue. The Ombudsman
has made a very clear recommendation, and I am very
pleased to hear that the opposition now supports this
matter being referred to the Privileges Committee,
because there was confusion in the community as to
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whether or not the opposition supported the matter
being referred to it. We are very pleased to see that this
matter is now to be supported, and I recommend the
motion to the house.
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — The Premier says
that the member for Frankston is ‘a good local
member’, yet the Ombudsman found in paragraph 132
of his report:
… that Mr Shaw used, and allowed others to use, his
parliamentary vehicle for commercial use.

The Premier says that the member for Frankston is
delivering for his community, yet the Ombudsman
found that the member for Frankston did not tell the
truth. Time and again the member for Frankston was
exposed for his self-serving and misleading
comments — his evidence. The member’s claim that
his parliamentary vehicle was used only when private
vehicles were being serviced and repaired was found to
be false.

Wednesday, 24 October 2012

Contrast that to the Ombudsman’s findings in relation
to the evidence of the whistleblowers. I refer to
paragraph 125 of the report, which says:
… I consider that Mr A’s evidence is reliable because it is
supported by fuel records, the logbook, expense sheets,
interstate accommodation records and diary entries. Mr B’s
account is similarly supported by documentary evidence.
Mr Shaw made no comment about this evidence in his
response to my draft report.

The Premier says that the member for Frankston is a
good local member, yet the Ombudsman’s findings say
in paragraph 134:
Mr Shaw also used his parliamentary fuel card to purchase
fuel for a private vehicle …

The Premier says he supports the member for
Frankston, yet the Ombudsman has concluded
otherwise in paragraph 136, which says:
… those actions may amount to a breach of privilege, a
contempt of Parliament and/or a breach of the code of
conduct established by the Register of Interests Act.

Paragraph 70 states:
Records from these three businesses reveal that neither of
Mr Shaw’s private business vehicles were serviced or
repaired on or around 21 February 2011.

Paragraph 71 states:
When asked about this at interview, Mr Shaw said, ‘I can’t
recall but I suppose I wasn’t fussed’.

Paragraphs 86 and 103 again show that the member
was not telling the truth. In paragraph 106 the member
for Frankston disputes the evidence of Mr B that his
parliamentary car was used continuously from the end
of October to December 2011. In that period the car
travelled 6500 kilometres making deliveries and $1250
worth of fuel was paid for by the taxpayer, but the
Ombudsman found in paragraph 107 that:
… the evidence indicates that Mr Shaw did not use the
parliamentary vehicle at all during this period.

It is another lie.
In paragraph 133 on the commercial trip to Sale, on
which the member drove the car himself, the member’s
claim was that the trip was ‘incidental’. The
Ombudsman’s report says:
… this is not supported by his evidence.

An article from the Australian of 12 October says:
Ombudsman George Brouwer yesterday dismissed as
‘implausible’ key elements of Frankston MP Geoff Shaw’s
evidence …

How low are the standards of the Premier? The member
for Frankston used and allowed others to use his
parliamentary vehicle for commercial profit. The
member for Frankston chronically rorted the system
using taxpayers dollars for private profit. He has
shamed everyone else in this chamber, and he knew it
was wrong. I refer to paragraph 44, which says:
At interview, Mr Shaw gave evidence that he knew his
parliamentary vehicle could not be used for commercial use.

He knew it. Paragraph 58, which quotes the evidence of
Mr A, says:
Mr Shaw was particularly keen for us to use it [the
parliamentary vehicle] for [business] day trips to the country.
He said, if I was going to do 700 kilometres or more in a day,
to let him know so he could swap cars with me … [H]e
said — if anybody asks it’s for personal use.

He knew. Paragraph 73, which again quotes Mr A,
says:
I specifically recall Mr Shaw asking me to reverse back from
the pump so the service station operator could not take the
registration number.

He knew it was wrong. He knew what the rules were.
That evidence was in a statutory declaration by a
witness that the Ombudsman found to be reliable — not
50 per cent reliable but 100 per cent reliable. The
member for Frankston knew that what he was doing
was wrong, and he did it again and again — in three
states, covering 8000 kilometres and throughout 2011.
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Even more extraordinary is that the member for
Frankston thinks he is free to do it all again. That is one
of the most extraordinary sections of this report. I refer
to paragraphs 140 and 141, where the Ombudsman says
this of the member for Frankston:
He considers that ‘the discretion in the word “should” is
absolutely clear’; by which I take it that he considers that the
plan gives rise to an unfettered discretion regarding
compliance.

The member for Frankston thinks the rules allow him to
do exactly what he did in 2011 and 2012 if only he does
not get caught. The member for Frankston has learnt
nothing at all. This is the Premier’s definition of a good
local member.
Our daily newspapers have it right. The Age of
15 October says:
On any reasonable reading of the report, Mr Shaw was not
accurate or truthful in interviews with the Ombudsman.

A Herald Sun editorial says:
Nothing could be more obvious than these attempts to rort the
system. But, still, Premier Ted Baillieu supports Mr Shaw
with the mantra: ‘He’s a good local member’.
Mr Baillieu is wrong. If Mr Shaw were a good local member,
he would not have fiddled his parliamentary privileges.

The Age of 18 October says:
It is a pity if Baillieu thinks an individual can rip people off
and be a ‘good local member’ at the same time. Shaw was
elected to make laws on behalf of the people of Victoria. Yet
through his actions he has demonstrated he is not a fit and
proper person to perform this function.

Another editorial of the Herald Sun says:
… Mr Brouwer’s conclusions on Mr Shaw could not be any
clearer.
…
There can be no trying to sweep this under a convenient
carpet …
To retain voters’ trust, Mr Baillieu must … suspend Mr Shaw
from the Liberal Party.
Indeed, it’s fair to conclude that if the government had a
significant majority, he would have gone already.

The Premier in November 2010 promised that he would
be open, transparent and accountable. At every
opportunity the government has tried to shut down this
debate. It has stonewalled in question time and shut
down an opposition motion that would have required
the member for Frankston to make a statement in this
chamber. Now it seems the government is going to
oppose the amendment that would require the member
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for Frankston to give his evidence publicly. All that we
have got from the member for Frankston is a brief
statement prepared by the Premier’s office.
There are two processes. One is the Ombudsman’s
report and this subsequent debate about a possible
breach of privilege. That is not the province of Victoria
Police; it is the province of this Parliament. But there is
also another investigation, a criminal investigation. We
have said from day one that the most appropriate body
to investigate the behaviour of the member for
Frankston is Victoria Police, yet this government is
desperate to have only the Privileges Committee
process because the government holds the majority on
that committee. The government does not want any
other investigation into the behaviour of the member
for Frankston. He has chronically rorted the taxpayer.
He is not fit to be a member of the Liberal Party, let
alone a member of this Parliament. He is absolutely
shameful.
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — The Victorian Ombudsman tabled a
report into allegations against the member for
Frankston in this Parliament on Thursday, 11 October.
That report made two recommendations.
Recommendation 1 was that the Department of
Parliamentary Services review the foundation of the
members of Parliament motor vehicle plan. I make the
point that the Ombudsman made this recommendation
because his view is that these matters need to be
clarified. They are not as clear as they could or should
be. The Ombudsman made a second
recommendation — that is:
The Legislative Assembly consider referring the issue of
Mr Shaw’s use of his vehicle to the Privileges Committee of
that house or such other committee as the house considers
appropriate for consideration and report …

Let us be very clear about this point. It was open to the
Ombudsman to recommend to Parliament that the
conduct he investigated be referred to Victoria Police.
In fact in recommendation 6 of the Ombudsman’s
report into allegations of improper conduct by CenITex
officers, which was tabled today, the Ombudsman did
exactly that — he recommended it be referred to
Victoria Police. However, having thoroughly
investigated the allegations against the member for
Frankston over more than four months, the
Ombudsman decided to recommend that this was a
matter properly to be dealt with by the Parliament. As a
result of this decision by the independent
Ombudsman — an officer of the Parliament under the
constitution — the opposition has spat the dummy.
Opposition members have spat the dummy, and they
have thrown the toys out of the cot because they did not
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get the outcome from the Ombudsman that they were
desperately hoping for.
We have seen a petulant, sour-faced display by the
opposition ever since the Ombudsman’s report was
tabled. On the very day the report was tabled the
Minister for Innovation, Services and Small Business
tried not once but twice to have this motion delivering
the Ombudsman’s recommendation debated. Twice the
opposition denied leave. Yesterday the minister again
sought to have this motion dealt with and again was
refused. Three times the opposition has denied the
Ombudsman — and somewhere a cock crowed in the
background. Having done all it can to frustrate the
implementation of the Ombudsman’s recommendation
in order to delay Parliament’s consideration of this
important matter and to undermine the Ombudsman’s
thorough report, today we get a lecture on integrity
from, of all people, the Labor Party. To paraphrase a
form of words that has become fashionable in political
circles of late, let me say this: the coalition parties will
not be lectured about integrity by this Labor Party —
not now, not ever.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, the issues
before the house are to do with the Ombudsman’s
report into rorting by the member for Frankston. As the
minister has previously lectured the house, it is a
narrow debate, and I ask that you bring him back to that
debate because frankly the Labor Party is not the
subject of this motion — the rorting by the member for
Frankston is.
Mr O’BRIEN — On the point of order, Speaker, so
far the speakers for the opposition have continually
attacked not just the member for Frankston but the
government generally and the Premier. It is entirely
appropriate within the scope of that debate for me to
make mention of the fact that it is appalling that we are
getting lectured on integrity when there are skeletons in
the cupboard.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to the motion before him.
Mr O’BRIEN — I will do so, but I just make the
point that getting a lecture on integrity from the
opposition is like getting a lecture on etiquette from Sir
Les Patterson.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will sit the minister
down if he continues in that vein.
Mr O’BRIEN — In accepting the Ombudsman’s
recommendation to refer this matter to the Privileges
Committee the government has acted in accordance
with past practice of this house. Members opposite have
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cast aspersions on the Privileges Committee, and you,
Speaker, actually had to bring them back to order. That
makes the following comment very illuminating:
If you look at the Parliament, the reality is the Parliament is
150 years of history where complaints about parliamentarians
have been dealt with by the Privileges Committee, and that’s
been the same under my government … under Jeff Kennett’s
government, under John Cain’s government, under Dick
Hamer’s government, has always been the case going back to
the first Premier of our state.

That was Labor Premier John Brumby on 3 June 2010.
It must be embarrassing for some to have their own
hypocrisy and double standards exposed by the man
who was the last Labor Premier of this state.
But it is not only former Labor MPs who have stated
their confidence in the Privileges Committee as being
the appropriate forum in which to consider issues of
this nature. Who is the member who said the following?
Because these are very serious matters and because the
complexion of Parliament changes from time to time, the
government is of the opinion that the Privileges Committee
would deal with the matters seriously on their merits.

That was said by the member for Footscray on 16 May
2001, when she was the member for Melbourne North
Province in another place.
It seems that the Labor Party is quite keen to have
confidence in the Privileges Committee, in the integrity
of the Privileges Committee and in the independence of
the Privileges Committee when it suits them. It is
appropriate for me to point out the hypocrisy of
members opposite, who come in here and traduce the
Privileges Committee and attack its independence but
then are quite happy to support it in another time and
place.
The government takes this matter seriously, and that is
why it has moved the motion to refer this matter to the
Privileges Committee as recommended by the
Victorian Ombudsman. However, not every issue of
controversy concerning parliamentary vehicles has
been dealt with in the same manner, and I refer the
house to an article in the Herald Sun titled ‘Stealing
spree — MP’s vehicle a getaway car’. The article
states:
A Labor MP’s taxpayer-funded car doubled as a getaway
vehicle in a shoplifting spree pulled off by his ex-wife.

Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, in many
respects I reaffirm the previous point of order I made to
the house in which I was using as a precedent the
minister’s own point of order on a previous
contribution in which he indicated to the house that it
was a narrow debate. The minister is now absolutely
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sstraying beyond the confines of the debate, and if he
wants some tit for tat, we will give him plenty of tat for
his tit.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr O’BRIEN — This is an article written by
Damon Johnston — who I note is now the editor of the
Herald Sun — on 24 May 2000. The article goes on:
Melbourne West MLC Sang Nguyen’s parliamentary car was
found by police loaded with stolen goods which they said
were taken from a range of shops by Thi Bui.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’BRIEN — Ms Bui’s taxpayer-driven
escapade — —
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is straying from the motion before the house.
The Ombudsman’s report did not refer to other
instances, press reports from the year 2000, other
members or former members from the other house. I
ask you to bring him back to the motion before the
house.
Mr O’BRIEN — Speaker, on the point of order, I
make the point that this is entirely about comparing
how certain misuses of parliamentary vehicles have
been dealt with, and contrasting — —
Mr Foley — Take the 10 brave steps out that way
and say it, you grub.
Mr O’BRIEN — The Herald Sun printed it. This is
about comparing how previous examples of misuse of
Victorian parliamentary vehicles have been dealt with
and contrasting those instances with what we say is the
appropriate course of conduct being taken by the house
today. It is entirely within the scope of the debate.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to the motion that is before the house.
Mr O’BRIEN — The point is that the matter I have
just mentioned was not referred to the Privileges
Committee and was not referred to the Ombudsman.
Indeed, no action whatsoever was taken by the then
Victorian government. In fact the cost of the fuel that
was used when the car was being used as a getaway
vehicle from the scene of a crime was not even repaid.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
his seat. I asked the minister to return to debating the
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issue and he continued on the same tangent. I call the
member for Bendigo East.
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — We need to
remember why this house is being asked to refer
recommendation 2 of the Ombudsman’s report that was
tabled during the last sitting week, on the investigation
into allegations against Mr Geoff Shaw, MP, to the
Privileges Committee for investigation. It is because —
and here we are using the Ombudsman’s own report —
the Ombudsman has found, as stated at page 10 , that:
45. Mr Shaw’s parliamentary vehicle was also used by
Southern Cross Hardware for commercial use, including
interstate trips. My investigation established, on the
balance of probabilities, that Mr Shaw had knowledge
his employees were using his vehicle in this way.

Further, at paragraph 115, the Ombudsman found the
case put by the member for Frankston in response to the
Ombudsman’s investigation to be implausible. The
Ombudsman cast grave doubt on the evidence provided
by the member for Frankston. At page 20 the
Ombudsman found:
132. My investigation established that Mr Shaw used, and
allowed others to use, his parliamentary vehicle for
commercial use.

To put it bluntly, the member for Frankston rorted his
entitlements and he did so knowingly and flagrantly.
And now that he has been caught with his hand well
and truly jammed into that cookie jar, we have this
embarrassing spectacle of the government desperately
trying to defend its man. We on this side of the house
have marvelled at how, in a very pale imitation of
Tammy Wynette standing by her man, we have seen
the Premier repeatedly standing by the member for
Frankston and failing to condemn him in the face of the
evidence that has been presented in the Ombudsman’s
report.
The Ombudsman found the member for Frankston’s
evidence to be implausible, that he misused his
parliamentary entitlements and that he misused and
abused taxpayer funding meant to be used by the
member in performing his duty of representing the
people of Frankston, not in representing Southern Cross
Hardware and benefiting a hardware store and not for
his private use.
We also marvel at how the Premier is lecturing us. On
the one hand he has told us through the media that all
members should observe the requirements of the
Parliament, yet on the other hand it appears the member
for Frankston is an exceptional character. He has been
treated with great exception by the Premier, in grave
contrast to the way he has treated other members of the
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government in the past. The member for Frankston
seems to be getting some extra special treatment. Has
he been stripped of any entitlements? Has he been
stripped of any parliamentary positions? No, he has not.
He remains a fully fledged member of the government
team, in grave contrast to how others in a similar
situation have been treated. What do we see? Has the
Premier taken any steps? No, because the Premier
thinks the member is a good local member who
delivers.
What a contrast that is to the comment the Premier
made just a few short years ago. On 20 September 2007
the Premier, who was then the Leader of the
Opposition, said:
A government that fails to act responsibly in combating
corruption in all sectors of public life undermines the very
heart of good governance.

I could go on. There is a long list of comments and
lectures — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest the member
move on. She is now again criticising somebody who
does not get mentioned in the report, being the Premier,
so I ask her to get back to the motion before the house.
Ms ALLAN — Indeed. Referring back to the report,
it appears from paragraph 140 on page 21 that the
member for Frankston himself believes he is an
exception to the rule that governs us all. The
Ombudsman reports that the member understood that:
… his obligations are confined to the four circumstances
specified in regulation 7 of the vehicle regulations, although
he accepts that he, as a member of Parliament, has higher
duties to the public. However, in his view, that higher duty
seems not to include compliance with the plan.

Everyone else has to comply with the plan. Everyone
else has to behave appropriately as a member of
Parliament, except for the rorting member for
Frankston. That is an absolute disgrace.
We have already heard a fair bit of commentary, which
was kicked off by the Deputy Leader of the Liberal
Party in her contribution, on the operation of the
Privileges Committee. The amendment to the motion
that has been moved by the Leader of the Opposition
highlights just how important the subject of that
amendment is, particularly when we refer to standing
orders in this place. Standing order 217 states:
(1) Unless the house or select committee otherwise
determines, all evidence will be taken in public and may
be published immediately.

Wednesday, 24 October 2012

For this not to happen and for the practice encapsulated
in the amendment of the Leader of the Opposition not
to be enforced by the committee, the committee will
have to take a deliberate decision. Its members will
have to sit down and individually determine whether
the member for Frankston should have his evidence
presented in the broader public arena or whether the
hearings should be tucked away behind closed doors
and shut away somewhere down in the bowels of
Parliament House and closed to public scrutiny. Each
member of the Privileges Committee will have to think
about how they will conduct the hearings of that
committee on this matter. The opposition is
recommending very strongly that it take place in public.
We are providing the opportunity through this
amendment for the evidence of the member for
Frankston to have that public hearing. I certainly hope
first and foremost that the amendment will be accepted
by the house.
I would certainly hope that members on all sides of the
chamber will think about how they are going to vote
when it comes to this amendment because it is one that
is about restoring some public confidence in the way in
which this Parliament operates. We are hearing a lot
lately about how members of the community are rightly
concerned about how we as members of Parliament
uphold our roles and execute our responsibilities. We
all know about the examples of members of Parliament
who preceded us who have not done the right thing.
Doing the right thing would be supporting this
amendment; doing the right thing would be seeing the
member for Frankston have his hearings held in public.
Doing the right thing would be paying back the money,
which the member for Frankston has already said he
would do. Doing the right thing would be the Premier
standing aside the member for Frankston while these
investigations are under way. Doing the right thing
seems to be beyond this Premier at this stage. Doing the
right thing would be making sure that the member for
Frankston is held absolutely accountable for his actions.
The Ombudsman has found that the member for
Frankston’s actions were a misuse of taxpayer funds; he
was rorting the public purse and using funds for
commercial gain — not private gain but commercial
money-in-his-own-pocket gain. He was directing his
employees to use his parliamentary vehicle so that his
own business did not have to pay the petrol cost. That is
thousands of taxpayer dollars that has been misused,
and instead that money has lined the private pockets of
the member for Frankston and his businesses. That is
why the opposition feels very strongly about this
amendment. That is why the hearings need to be held in
public, and we call on the members of the government
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to have these hearings held in public because it will
certainly help to dispel any concerns about the
operations of the Privileges Committee.

Ombudsman and we should stick with his
recommendation. After all, he is the independent
umpire for us here.

The Privileges Committee — as the Deputy Leader of
the Liberal Party pointed to in her contribution when
she went through very clearly how the numbers stack
up on that committee, when she listed the members of
Parliament on that committee and when she shone a
light on it — is a government-controlled committee.

I will read recommendation 2 from the Ombudsman’s
report, which says:

I refer to comments made by a previous opposition
leader about the Privileges Committee as reported in
Hansard:
The government obviously controls this house and through
this house the Privileges Committee. Therefore many would
argue that the result of deliberations here today or in a week
or two’s time is a foregone conclusion.

We would agree with those comments. Who made
those comments? Former Premier Jeff Kennett — in
1991 in this place. He understood some of those
concerns about the Privileges Committee.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms ALLAN — We know you like Jeffrey better
than Ted.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Ms ALLAN — Let the record show that the
Minister for Energy and Resources thinks I am
desperate in quoting former Premier Jeff Kennett. I
would say we just want to see some standards upheld in
this place.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That the question be now put.

The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 155 on closure motions I have considered the
original motion before the house. There have been six
speakers, three from each side; I do not think there have
been quite enough speakers, so we will continue.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Unlike most times
when I get up in this house it is actually not a great
pleasure for me to be doing so today. It is a very sad
day when we have to challenge the view of the
Ombudsman. The motion put by the Minister for
Innovation, Services and Small Business is very clear.
My contribution will be succinct, and I will not rehash
what is in the Ombudsman’s report. However, I would
like to emphasise that this is a matter for the Privileges
Committee. That was the recommendation from the

The Legislative Assembly consider referring the issue of
Mr Shaw’s use of his vehicle to the Privileges Committee of
that house or such other committee as the house considers
appropriate for consideration and report on the following
issues:
whether that usage was a contempt of Parliament, an
abuse of the privileges of the Parliament and/or a breach
of the code of conduct established by the Members of
Parliament (Register of Interests) Act, and
if so, what penalties should apply to Mr Shaw.

I believe this house is attempting to fulfil what the
Ombudsman has asked us to do, and that is to consider
referring these matters across to the Privileges
Committee.
In recommendation 1 the Ombudsman also talks about
ambiguities; that is a different matter, and it is not being
referred off in the same way. He is being very clear
about how he wants those matters dealt with on two
separate issues, two separate matters. The Ombudsman
is very clear in recommendation 2 about how he wants
that matter dealt with by the Parliament.
I note that the Leader of the Opposition has put an
amendment before the house. It is incredibly rich for
the opposition to ask us to instruct the Privileges
Committee on how it should conduct its business. It is
certainly not up to us to tell the Privileges Committee
how it should have its witnesses appear and whether its
witnesses should be treated differently to any other
person.
The independent Ombudsman did not find the way that
the opposition obviously wanted, and that has frustrated
the opposition considerably. What has been happening
in the house today is a prejudgement. We have seen the
frustration of this issue, and this is the fourth time it has
been before the house. The opposition is trying to
frustrate this process of us wanting to have this
recommendation fulfilled as the Ombudsman has asked
for it to happen. Certainly the prejudgement that has
been happening in this chamber today has been very
shameful. It is up to the Privileges Committee to do
what the Ombudsman has asked it to do. The
committee consists of members from both sides, and it
is up to them to consider these matters and then to
report back to this house. It is not for us to speculate
what its finding might be before it has had a chance to
look at the evidence it will receive.
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We, as a government, accept the Ombudsman’s
recommendations in full and do not support in any
shape or form the opposition’s amendment put by the
Leader of the Opposition. It is up to us to make sure we
conduct ourselves in a fit and proper manner, and when
this has been found not to be the case it is up to us to
make sure that is dealt with in the appropriate way. The
Ombudsman has made his recommendation; it is very
clear. He has asked us to consider these matters; that is
exactly what we are doing. It is not only in the best
interests of this chamber and this Parliament and its
integrity but it is also important for the sake of all
Victorians that we should be able to say we support the
Ombudsman’s report wholeheartedly, that we agree
with his recommendations and that we will support
them, as good governments should do. The houses of
Parliament should respect the independent umpire in
this regard. We need to ensure that due process is
adhered to, and we need to let the Privileges Committee
investigate and report, as I said.
The Ombudsman talked constantly in his report about
the public interest, and I certainly think it is in the
public interest for the next step, as recommended, to go
ahead. Since being elected here in 2006 I do not
remember the Ombudsman making such a
recommendation. Certainly matters have been referred
to the Privileges Committee, but they have been
referred through the Speaker of the day. This is
different, and we need to adhere to what the
Ombudsman has suggested. If we do not, then we
totally talk down and nullify what the office of the
Ombudsman stands for, and I think that would be
shameful. This is the recommendation of the
independent umpire, and that is what makes it so very
different.
The word ‘dignity’ has been used on many occasions in
Parliament this week. Members can choose the way
they wish to be remembered after they leave this place.
I urge all members to think carefully about the dignity
of their elected positions when they vote on this. I do
not support, and the government does not support, the
amendment moved by the opposition. We should
conduct ourselves in a most dignified manner, and that
has not been happening in the chamber today, which is
very sad.
Unlike the Leader of the Opposition, who stood here
and made predictions, I am not going to gaze into a
crystal ball; I am not going to try to suggest what
recommendations the Privileges Committee may come
up with. I, like all members of this house, should wait
for due process to be conducted and for the
recommendation to be made to this house and then look
at the appropriate sanctions accordingly. I do not
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support the amendment; however, I wholeheartedly
support the motion moved by the Minister for
Innovation, Services and Small Business.
Mr HOLDING (Lyndhurst) — We are asked today
to support a motion for referral to the Privileges
Committee of a matter that has been investigated by the
Ombudsman and reported to this house, and we are also
asked to support an amendment to that referral motion
that has been moved by the Leader of the Opposition. I
agree with the member for Bayswater that this is a sad
day for this house. It was a sad day for this house when
I read this report, when I reflected upon it and when I
listened to the debate over the last couple of hours in
terms of this referral to the Privileges Committee,
which I understand all or almost all members in this
chamber support.
I was outraged, humiliated and embarrassed when I
read this report. I was embarrassed and humiliated
because I am so honoured to be in this chamber as a
member of Parliament. Being elected from the
community to play a role at the federal, state or local
council level is one of the greatest honours that the
local community can bestow on any Victorian. When I
read this report and reflected on what the Ombudsman
found, the evidence he obtained, the testimony he was
given not only by the member for Frankston but also by
the individuals referred to as Mr A, Mr B and Mr E and
the statutory declarations they provided in support of
their evidence, and the conclusions he reached, I was
embarrassed and humiliated as a member of Parliament
that any fellow member could have acted in the way the
member for Frankston was found to have acted by the
Ombudsman.
Regardless of the things that have been said in the
debate on this referral motion, I am sure that every
member sitting opposite — I cannot speak for the
member for Frankston — was embarrassed, humiliated
and outraged that a member of this Parliament could
have acted in the way that the Ombudsman has found
the member for Frankston has acted. I am proud to be a
member of Parliament. I get angry when members of
the community say that we are in this for self-serving
reasons, that we do not work hard, that we are overpaid
or that somehow we let the community down in the
sorts of decisions we make and the things we do. My
experience has been that the vast majority of members
of Parliament from all sides of politics go into politics
because they want to do something to make the
community better. They do not want to pursue their
own interests or their commercial interests; they want to
do something to make a difference, to make Victoria a
better place.
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We may disagree about policies, programs, proposals
and funding propositions, but fundamentally we are in
this because we want our community to be a better
place. We put our hearts and souls into our jobs, and we
put our reputations on the line. It made me angry when
I read this report of the Ombudsman and the
conclusions he reached about what the member for
Frankston had done because the things the member for
Frankston was found to have done are at complete odds
with everything that all of us in this place stand for. I
have heard people laughing it off and saying, ‘Oh, look,
whatever, it happens. People get up to the wrong thing’.
I cannot remember from my experience in this place a
member of Parliament pursuing their commercial
interests in the way that the Ombudsman found that the
member for Frankston has done.
I read the Ombudsman’s report, and I saw the
fundamental conclusion that he reached, which is at
page 10, paragraph 45. It states:
My investigation established, on the balance of probabilities,
that Mr Shaw had knowledge his employees were using his
vehicle in this way.

He was not parsing his words and talking about
whether or not the member’s vehicle code says ‘must
not’ or ‘should not’; he was not arguing about whether
the employees went off and did something that the
member for Frankston should have known about but
did not know about. He was not arguing about whether
or not the definition of commercial interest falls in this
place or in that place. He was saying that the member
for Frankston, on the balance of probabilities, knew that
his employees were using his vehicle in this way.
What makes me so angry about this conclusion — what
makes me so outraged and humiliated and embarrassed
as a member of this place — is the fact that the member
for Frankston turned up before the Ombudsman’s
inquiry and said that it was not so. He said that
members of his staff did these things without his
knowledge. Improbable, implausible and impossible as
that is to believe based on the evidence the
Ombudsman himself has put before the Parliament and
is before us now, that is what he said.
The Ombudsman went on to say:
108. At interview, Mr Shaw did not dispute that Mr A and
Mr B had his parliamentary vehicle for their own use.
He also said that they could only have gained access to
his vehicle if he gave them the key.
109. However, Mr Shaw denied that he gave his
parliamentary vehicle to Mr A and Mr B for commercial
use. He said he did not know they were using the vehicle
for such use until allegations appeared in the media.

4695

That is right — the Ombudsman is calling the member
for Frankston a liar. That is what he is saying in his
report; he is saying that on the balance of probabilities
he cannot believe the explanations the member for
Frankton proffered in his evidence to the Ombudsman.
He goes on to detail, time and again, pieces of evidence
and explanations proffered by the member for Frankton
which are rejected by the Ombudsman. At
paragraph 111 he says:
This is not consistent with the evidence obtained by my
officers …

At paragraph 113:
This is also inconsistent with Mr A’s evidence that Mr Shaw
asked him to use the parliamentary vehicle for country trips.

At paragraph 115:
This is implausible.

On and on it goes, refuting and rejecting the evidence
given by the member for Frankston when he was called
before the Ombudsman and gave evidence under oath.
I was embarrassed and humiliated as a member of this
chamber when I read that. I was embarrassed by the
sophistry of arguing that ‘should not’ somehow does
not mean ‘must not’. I am embarrassed that the
Ombudsman has had to make a recommendation to the
Parliament that we review our vehicle plan so that
members in future know that ‘should not’ actually
means ‘must not’. I say to the Victorian people that we
know how we are supposed to use our vehicles, and
they cannot be used for commercial purposes. The
Parliament does not need to rewrite its vehicle plan to
make it clear to all of us what we all actually know to
be true. I am embarrassed that the community thinks
that somehow we do not know right from wrong,
because members of this Parliament do know right
from wrong. We know that we are not to use our cars
for commercial purposes. We know that the vehicle
plan makes that clear to us, yet the member for
Frankston rejects that.
I am embarrassed by the worst aspect of this report: the
conclusion reached by the Ombudsman at pages 21 and
22. When the Ombudsman had the exchange with the
member for Frankston, the member for Frankston just
did not get it. As the member for Monbulk pointed out
in his contribution, even when confronted with
irrefutable evidence that he had done the wrong thing
the member for Frankston said, ‘No I didn’t’. He
actually disputed the Ombudsman’s view. At
paragraph 139 the Ombudsman says:

PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE
4696

ASSEMBLY

Mr Shaw considers that this conclusion is one of law, is
misleading and ‘not open for [me] —

the Ombudsman —
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That, in relation to the report of the Ombudsman,
Investigation into Allegations against Mr Geoff Shaw MP —
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001, this house refers
recommendation 2 to the Privileges Committee for
investigation and report.

to draw’.

The Ombudsman goes on to say at paragraph 146:
Mr Shaw disagreed with my view that his conduct may
amount to contempt of Parliament.

How is the member for Frankston going to vote on this
question? He does not think it is a contempt of
Parliament. Presumably he does not believe it can even
be referred to the Privileges Committee, because he
rejected the Ombudsman’s finding that that is what
should happen. The member for Frankston just does not
get it. The member for Frankston seems to believe not
only that he does not have to give honest testimony to
the Ombudsman when he is called before him, and not
only does he not have to use his car in accordance with
the motor vehicle requirements, plan and policy given
to all of us, but also that there should be no sanction
when he has done the wrong thing — no sanction! He
believes there should be no criminal sanction, no
referral to Victoria Police and not even the sanction of a
referral to the Privileges Committee, because he does
not believe the Ombudsman had the power to draw that
conclusion.
I am embarrassed and humiliated that any member of
this chamber could have put forward to the
Ombudsman the sophistry and the Orwellian
explanations the member for Frankston asks us to
believe. I am embarrassed and humiliated that any
member of this chamber could believe that the way he
has conducted himself is the right and proper way and
is in keeping with the high standards all of us would
hold ourselves to. I am honoured to be in this place, and
I was embarrassed and humiliated when I read this
report.
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — We have had a
number of speakers on both sides of the house, and if
there is further debate to be heard, I will use my
contribution to sum up the arguments put by this side of
the house. I will do so in as simple, plain and clear-cut a
way as I can so that the house clearly understands the
arguments supporting the motion before the house
without amendment. I will come back to make a few
brief comments on the amendment towards the end of
my contribution.
To recap, let us be clear what the motion before the
house actually states:

It is also important that we be very clear on the wording
of recommendation 2 of the report, which specifically
states:
The Legislative Assembly consider referring the issue of
Mr Shaw’s use of his vehicle to the Privileges Committee of
that house or such other committee as the house considers
appropriate for consideration and report on the following
issues:
whether that usage was a contempt of Parliament, an
abuse of the privileges of the Parliament and/or a breach
of the code of conduct established by the Members of
Parliament (Register of Interests) Act, and
if so, what penalties should apply to Mr Shaw.

We have an investigation by the Victorian Ombudsman
into the allegations against the member for Frankston.
We have heard the investigation took many months —
four and a half to five months, in fact. It was an
investigation undertaken by the Ombudsman, a
constitutional, independent officer of the Victorian
Parliament — an independent and impartial person with
an enormous amount of experience in these matters.
After a thorough investigation the Ombudsman made
two very clear recommendations, which are set out on
page 23 of the report. The government accepts both
these recommendations and has moved to adopt them.
It is the second of these recommendations we are
dealing with here today — namely, to refer the matter
to the Privileges Committee for investigation and report
back to the house. That is what we are seeking to do
today, and that is what we have sought to do on three
occasions prior to today. It is quite mischievous and
inappropriate for those opposite to have blocked and
stalled this matter in being referred to the Privileges
Committee for consideration and report back on the
issues.
In my view it is not for me or members here to canvass
the issues outlined in the report. Suffice to say that it is
a very serious matter and needs to treated as such. In
summary, we have the recommendations of the
Ombudsman. He is the independent umpire. It is
important that we act on this promptly. The
recommendations could not be any clearer; they are
very clear. We need to act as expeditiously as we can,
so I urge all members of this house to support the
motion before us today, moved by the Deputy Leader
of the Liberal Party.
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I turn my final comments to the amendment moved by
the member for Mulgrave in his contribution. The
amendment reads:
That after the word ‘report’ there be inserted the words ‘and
requires the committee to take any evidence from the member
for Frankston in public’.

The government will not support this amendment. Let
the Privileges Committee do its job. It would be
improper for this house to direct the Privileges
Committee to treat any particular witness in any
particular way. Let due process occur. That is what has
occurred over the 150-year history of this house. I say:
let due process occur and let the Privileges Committee
get on with its job. I hope I have provided a summary
of the views of members on this side of the house. I
urge all members to support the motion moved by the
Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party.
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I am very pleased to
have an opportunity to make a contribution to this
debate. What a very interesting debate it has been. I
have never seen the government engage in such a faux
embrace of integrity in respect of its governance. I
remember that on the night the government was elected
we saw the newly elected Premier stand before the
Victorian people and promise that this would be a
government that governed with integrity and that it
would be open, honest and transparent. Yet in relation
to the member for Frankston from woe to go we have
seen this government dragged kicking and screaming as
it tries to keep the matters under a cloak of secrecy and
behind closed doors
Speaker, you will recall that when this matter was first
revealed through the grand efforts of investigative
journalism the government’s response was to say, ‘We
have referred it to the Speaker for investigation’.
Speaker, I wish to engage in absolutely no adverse
reflection on your good offices; I seek only to comment
on the technical powers that your good offices have.
But what we saw was the Premier trying to hide behind
the referral to you. In fact when the Premier referred the
matter to you, he would have known that you had no
power to call a witness, he would have known that you
had no power to call for a document and he would have
known you had no power to engage in any form of
forensic investigation — for example, subpoenaing the
member for Frankston’s phone records, which has
obviously been critical in illuminating the deception in
which he has engaged via the evidence he has given to
the Ombudsman. The Premier would have known all
that.
But there was a problem in the Premier’s little plan.
What occurred — and thank goodness for the
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Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 — is that a
whistleblower submitted a complaint to you, Speaker,
and consequently, you — rightly, in my view —
referred that complaint to the Ombudsman for the
purposes of making a determination as to whether or
not that was a public interest disclosure. It was in fact
you, Speaker, aided by the provisions of the
Whistleblowers Protection Act, that put this matter
within the purview of the Ombudsman in the first place,
much to the chagrin of the Premier’s cunning plan to
try to keep the investigation of this matter behind closed
doors — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I would prefer it if the
member did not reflect any further upon the Premier.
Ms HENNESSY — Certainly, Speaker. I do not
intend to reflect upon the Premier.
The SPEAKER — Order! Good.
Ms HENNESSY — However, I think it is important
that we engage with the jurisdictional questions because
they are central to some of the issues that the opposition
raises. What has been investigated by the Ombudsman,
what falls within his jurisdiction, is not the totality of
the issues that the member for Frankston has engaged
in. I must admit, though, that some significant issues
have been raised in the Ombudsman’s report. We have
seen, writ large, that the member for Frankston engaged
in a pursuit of his own commercial interests at the
expense of his public duty. It is behaviour which is
prohibited by the code of conduct. We have seen the
member engage in a high degree of deception, as
demonstrated by the versions of events that he put
forward to the Ombudsman. I should also note that it is
an offence to give false evidence to the Ombudsman.
We also note from the Ombudsman’s report that the
member for Frankston ensnared another one of the
employees from his hardware company to make a
statutory declaration, a declaration that under the full
weight of examination by the Ombudsman he started to
retract or admit could not be borne out. We have seen a
conflict of evidence. We have seen the Ombudsman
express an opinion that effectively the evidence that the
member for Frankston gave under oath was not the
truth.
This is not just a question of what the member for
Frankston did in the first place; it is how he behaved
when he got caught. Central to the issue of how
members of Parliament conduct themselves is that, as
the Premier says, members Parliament ought comply
with the law. It is clear that even if we take the limited
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facts presented to us in the Ombudsman’s report the
member for Frankston has not complied with the law.
Central to the opposition’s criticism is the fact that
where there is one rule for the rulers and another for the
ruled — one rule for members of Parliament and
another for the ordinary public citizens of Victoria — it
is what we would call a tyranny in a whole range of
other jurisdictions. The member for Frankston should
not be above the law, irrespective of what the Privileges
Committee chooses to do.
Abraham Lincoln had it right when he said, ‘If you
want to test a man, give him power.’ I wonder what he
would have thought of the proposition, ‘If you want to
test a man, give him a fuel card’, because it is very clear
from the provisions of the Ombudsman Act 1973 that
given a fuel card, and when he thought he was beyond
the reach of scrutiny, the member for Frankston not
only failed the legal test, he failed the moral test. The
most precious of things that any member of Parliament,
any government or any leader of a government can
have is their moral authority. The actions of this
government in its attempt to sweep this matter under
the carpet and limit the public scrutiny of the member
for Frankston’s activities are an indelible assault on its
moral authority.
If we had had an anticorruption commission up and
running by now, this might have been a matter that we
could have referred to it. But because this government
has faced integrity challenge after integrity challenge, it
has dragged its feet on this issue, and so we still do not
have an independent body to investigate these matters.
We then come to the Privileges Committee. The
committee has two components to its jurisdiction — an
investigative function and a reporting function. But the
key issue that ought not be missed in any debate around
this issue is that the Privileges Committee does not
have any power to impose a penalty in making a
referral or recommendation back to the house, and this
point must not be lost on members. The Privileges
Committee is a body comprised of a government
majority, and it is a committee that is now going to
investigate a government member, on whose support
the government relies to hold onto power. I suspect it is
more wanting to retain that support than the merits of
the case that has motivated the government in how it
has responded to this matter, much to the expense of its
own moral authority, which disappears by the day in its
own hands.
The Privileges Committee can make a recommendation
to the house, and it will be the government majority that
determines whether or not a penalty is imposed.
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Imagine what that will do to the credibility of and
perception on the part of those members who choose to
put themselves up and represent communities in public
life when we have one rule for the rulers and one rule
for the ruled. This government tries to cloak the process
from the public view, and we have seen the government
put on the record its rejection of the opposition’s
amendment to provide that the Privileges Committee
hearing be conducted in public. The government wants
to keep it secret because it does not want to be exposed
engaging in a grand cover-up writ large; that is what it
has done with this matter from go to woe.
It is interesting to think about the sorts of penalties that
might be imposed on the member for Frankston in
respect of this matter. We wish to firmly put on the
record that a reference to the Privileges Committee is
not the start and end of this matter. There are a whole
range of issues canvassed in the Ombudsman’s report
that in my view demonstrate that criminal offences
have been committed, in particular potentially an
offence under the Ombudsman’s Act 1973 in respect of
giving false evidence and not answering a question
from the Ombudsman truthfully and accurately. The
member for Frankston ought not to sit back and think
he can waltz into this house today, make offensive and
lewd gestures and then go out and issue another
statement about being ‘whacky’, because this is not a
whacky matter.
This is a matter that goes to the entire integrity of this
government and how it responds when it has a problem.
In every instance when this government has been
exposed as having engaged in tawdry behaviour it has
sought to cover it up, deny it and spin it. That behaviour
is in total contradistinction to the Premier’s assertions
on election night that he was a person who would lead
with integrity. This matter is not just about the member
for Frankston; it is about the Premier of this state and
how he behaves when one of his own is caught out.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have warned all
members to stick to the motion before the house. The
member for Altona should not try to bring the Premier
or anybody else into it. This is a motion about a matter
to do with the member for Frankston going to the
Privileges Committee. Let us keep it about that.
Ms HENNESSY — When you give a man power,
and he is tested; when you give a man a fuel card, and
he is tested, what we have seen time and again is that
this government has failed.
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Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I move:

4699

House divided on amendment:

That the question be now put.

The SPEAKER — Order! This is the second time
the motion has been put to the house. I have allowed an
extra four speakers on this matter. There will be no
points of order. I have accepted the motion that the
question be now put to the house.
House divided on Dr Sykes’s motion:
Ayes, 44
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Battin, Mr
Bauer, Mrs
Blackwood, Mr
Bull, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McCurdy, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Miller, Ms
Morris, Mr

Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
Newton-Brown, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Mr
Shaw, Mr
Smith, Mr R.
Southwick, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Wreford, Ms

Noes, 43
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Helper, Mr
Hennessy, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr

Motion agreed to.

Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kanis, Ms
Knight, Ms
Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Madden, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Scott, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Ayes, 43
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Helper, Mr
Hennessy, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr

Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kanis, Ms
Knight, Ms
Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Madden, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Scott, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 44
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Battin, Mr
Bauer, Mrs
Blackwood, Mr
Bull, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McCurdy, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Miller, Ms
Morris, Mr

Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
Newton-Brown, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Mr
Shaw, Mr
Smith, Mr R.
Southwick, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Wreford, Ms

Amendment defeated.
Mr Merlino — On an issue of clarification,
Speaker, I understand points of order cannot be raised
during procedural motions.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member is right.
Members are not able to raise points of order at this
stage.
Mr Merlino — We waited for the debate to be
conducted, Speaker. I understand points of order cannot
be raised. However, I am seeking your guidance in
terms of the appropriateness of the member for
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Frankston voting on the amendment which has just
been put before this chamber. There is a clear conflict,
Speaker, because the amendment specifically relates to
the member for Frankston and to his attendance at the
Privileges Committee being in public. I am seeking
your guidance and clarification in relation to the
appropriateness of the member for Frankston casting
his vote on the amendment and the government
accepting his vote as part of the 34 votes cast by the
Liberal Party.
Mr O’Brien — Speaker, I am happy to assist you
and the house on this matter. On 2 May 2000 a matter
of privilege was before the house and a point of order
was raised by the then opposition. The question that
was asked by the then opposition on a point of order
was whether it was appropriate for members of the
Privileges Committee to be voting on a particular
amendment. When the then Leader of the House, the
former member for Thomastown, Mr Batchelor, spoke,
he said:
I put it to you that there is no point of order. A precedent
exists for matters of privilege being moved and debated in the
house. Not only do members of the Privileges Committee
vote but on one occasion the previous member for Burwood,
Mr Kennett, voted on the issue when he was the subject of it.

The Speaker ruled:
I am prepared to rule on the point of order. There is no point
of order, and I shall explain my ruling to the house.

He then went through it.
This issue has clearly been canvassed in the past by this
house, and the ruling of the Speaker was that there was
no point of order on an issue identical to that raised by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. The Speaker said:
If there were a clear demonstration of pecuniary interest
involving those members I would then consider it differently,
but that is not the case here. There is no point of order.

Speaker, I urge you to adopt the ruling of your
predecessor on this matter.
Ms Allan — Further to the matter that has been
raised by the member for Monbulk, I think the
minister’s intervention is not helpful at best and is
deliberately misconstruing the intent of the issue at
worst. The point of raising the matter was to seek
clarification. The vote has been held. The vote has
concluded. The member for Frankston has voted for his
evidence to be heard behind closed doors. That is the
choice the member for Frankston has made.
An honourable member interjected.
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Ms Allan — No, it is not always done that way.
Standing order 217(1) demonstrates that evidence must
be held in public unless the committee determines
otherwise. Clearly there is still the avenue — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Allan — There are so many know-it-alls over
there.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order!
Ms Allan — We do not need your assistance.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Ms Allan — I thank the Minister for Racing. He is
his usual charming self. Not much has changed.
However, the point that is being made by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition is that he is seeking your
advice for the guidance of the house in the future about
how members will vote and if there is a conflict in the
way they are voting on matters that directly relate to
their interests. This matter — the Ombudsman’s report
and the referral of the Ombudsman’s recommendation
by the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party — relates to
the member gaining financial benefit from the misuse
of taxpayers funds. That is the substance of the report.
That is the substance of the matter that proposed to be
put before the Privileges Committee, and that is why
the opposition was seeking that hearings be held in
public. It would be a wonderful move if the committee
were to determine to hold all its hearings in public. We
look forward to it making that decision. But at this
point we are seeking your advice for the future on how
these matters should be dealt with.
Ms Asher — In response to the matter raised by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, this house of course
runs on precedent, and there is ample precedent that
members vote on matters of privilege, be they
amendments, motions that the question be put or the
substantive motions themselves, when they themselves
are affected by them. I draw attention to a vote taken on
2 May 2000 on a motion by the then member for
Hawthorn, the subject of which was Ms Kosky. The
Speaker found a prima facie case in that instance. The
then member for Hawthorn spoke on the motion and
Ms Kosky voted not to have the matter referred to the
Privileges Committee. That in fact is the precedent in
this place. There are others, but I particularly wanted to
draw the attention of members to the vote taken on
2 May when Ms Kosky, who was the subject of a
motion to refer her to the Privileges Committee, voted
not to refer the matter. Indeed the member for Bendigo
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East is well aware of that because she herself voted
with Ms Kosky.

of each flag, and it includes both ocean and inland
beaches.

Ms Barker — Further on the matter raised, Speaker,
as has been outlined by both the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition and the member for Bendigo East, the
question is seeking guidance from you as to how these
matters may be dealt with in the future. There have
been a number of references made to other matters or
precedents, and in terms of determining how this may
happen in the future I refer you to page 491 of the
23rd edition of Erskine May Parliamentary Practice
where there is reference to motions to disallow votes. It
states:

Enforcement of the ban will be the responsibility of
local governments. Existing local government
environment officers will fine people for breaching the
ban, and there is an expectation that local governments
will provide information to the community about this
ban. The fine will be 1 penalty unit, or $141. At a
briefing held last Friday, representatives of the
Department of Health advised the opposition that it will
be providing local government with funding for a
communications strategy to alert the public to the new
rules and that that funding will be provided to the
Municipal Association of Victoria. The ban will take
effect from 1 December 2012, which is just over five or
six weeks away.

A motion may be made, however, to object to the vote of the
member who has a direct pecuniary interest in a question.
Such an interest must be immediate and personal.

I suggest that this matter is very personal, and I suggest
that you, Speaker, may wish to have a look at Erskine
May in terms of providing guidance for the future.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have listened to the
arguments that have been put. I believe the member has
already voted twice in regard to this matter; once on the
closure motion, and once on the Leader of the
Opposition’s amendment. The matter that is proposed
to be referred to the Privileges Committee certainly
refers to the member for Frankston, but standing
order 170 states:
A member must not vote in the house or a select committee
on any question in which he or she has a direct pecuniary
interest. If a member does so, his or her vote is to be
disallowed.

I believe the member is fully entitled to be in here for
the vote.
Motion agreed to.

TOBACCO AMENDMENT (SMOKING AT
PATROLLED BEACHES) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 October; motion of
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports).
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great pleasure
that I join the debate and provide the opposition’s lead
contribution on the Tobacco Amendment (Smoking at
Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012. I will say at the outset
that Labor does not oppose this bill. This bill amends
the Tobacco Act 1987 to ban smoking between the
flags at patrolled beaches and within a 50-metre radius

There is a great sense of achievement, pride and
triumph in a worldwide context that smoking rates have
decreased so much, particularly in my adult lifetime.
According to the 2011 report entitled Smoking
Prevalence and Consumption in Victoria — Key
Findings from the 1998–2011 Population Surveys,
which was published by the Cancer Council of
Victoria, only one in seven Victorian adults is now a
regular smoker. Males are more likely than females to
be regular smokers; 16.2 per cent of males and 12.6 per
cent of females smoke. At 9.6 per cent older Victorians
aged 50 years or more are less likely to be smokers than
younger Victorians aged 18 to 29 years, who have a
smoking rate of 16.5 per cent, and those aged 30 to
49 years, who have an 18.1 per cent smoking rate.
Since 2005 the rates have declined and the prevalence
of regular smoking has declined faster among members
of two key demographic groups, who are among those
most likely to smoke — adults living in the most
disadvantaged areas of the state and young adults aged
18 to 29 years. The mean number of cigarettes smoked
per day for daily smokers dropped from 18 in 1998 to
14.5 in 2011. Part of the explanation for the significant
drop among adults aged 18 to 29 years has been the
introduction of smoking bans in licensed venues. The
drop in smoking rates is obviously proof that
investment in tobacco control has a positive impact on
reducing smoking rates.
Labor has a proud record of reform in the area of
tobacco control. In our last term in government we
introduced the Victorian tobacco control strategy,
which is to operate from 2008 to 2013. The strategy
implemented a range of actions aimed at reducing the
burden of smoking on the Victorian community. A
major achievement was the Tobacco Amendment
(Protection of Children) Act 2009. The amendments in
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that bill included a ban on smoking in cars which are
carrying children, a ministerial power to ban certain
tobacco and tobacco-related products and a ban on
tobacco sales from temporary outlets and increased and
new penalties. A ban on the display of tobacco products
at point of sale with an exemption for on-airport
duty-free shops and certified specialist tobacconists
came in to effect on 1 January 2011.
A strategy task force and three working groups
targeting particularly Aboriginal communities and
antenatal focused and socioeconomically disadvantaged
groups were established. In 2010 the previous
government provided an additional $8.5 million in
social marketing funding to Quit Victoria for the
subsequent four years. Under the Closing the Gap in
Indigenous Health Outcomes national partnership
agreement, Victorian Labor committed $8.09 million
over four years to address smoking in the Victorian
Aboriginal population. The strategy set three
challenging targets to be achieved by 2013, which
were: to reduce smoking among Victorian adults by
20 per cent, from 17.3 per cent to 13.8 per cent; to
reduce smoking among pregnant women by 50 per
cent, from 9.3 per cent to 4.7 per cent; and to reduce
smoking among Aboriginal people and other higher
prevalence groups by at least 20 per cent, from 50 per
cent to 40 per cent among Aboriginal people and from
20 per cent to 16 per cent in socioeconomically
disadvantaged areas.
The task force and subgroups included leaders in
tobacco control in Victoria and were established to
drive this agenda and to assist in forging these strategic
leader partnerships to effectively implement the
strategy. There was a great deal of consultation and
community input undertaken in August 2008, which
found overwhelming public support for the legislative
reforms that Labor then introduced. A range of
non-regulatory actions were implemented across the
strategy, with the aim of controlling the harmful effects
of tobacco use. Non-regulatory mechanisms included
social marketing and smoking cessation programs.
Cancer Council Victoria issued a press release on
10 October in response to the government’s proposal
that is before the house for changes to smoking bans on
patrolled beaches, with a heading, ‘Smoking on
beaches ban does not go far enough’. The press release
says that four of Victoria’s most respected health
organisations, being the Australian Medical Association
(AMA), Victoria; the Heart Foundation, Victoria;
Cancer Council Victoria; and Quit Victoria submitted a
joint position statement to the Victorian state
government recommending as a priority a statewide
ban on smoking in outdoor dining and drinking areas.
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In addition to this proposal the organisations
recommended bans in other outdoor areas, including:
within 10 metres of children’s playground equipment;
within 4 metres of entrances to public buildings; within
4 metres of public transport stops; at sporting grounds
and facilities; at patrolled beaches, which is the measure
that is before the house; in pedestrian malls — for
example, Bourke Street Mall; and at public events,
especially at food and wine festivals or music festivals.
Quit Victoria executive director Fiona Sharkie
acknowledged the Baillieu government’s first smoking
ban announcement as a positive start but urged it to go
further because of the high level of support for smoking
bans for outdoor dining and drinking areas and their
successful implementation in other states. Cancer
Council Victoria CEO Todd Harper said smoke-free
legislation was a key factor in driving down smoking
rates, and that such a reduction had been seen from the
smoking bans in pubs and clubs.
Most interesting were the remarks by AMA Victoria
president Dr Stephen Parnis, noting that the Victorian
government had been awarded the 2012 Dirty Ashtray
Award for the worst performing government in tobacco
control in the past 12 months. The opposition’s
perspective is that the bill before the house is one
proposal, but it has taken the government such a long
time — more than two years — to introduce even one
tobacco control reform, which is flawed and which
experts say does not go far enough.
Although it has been less than two weeks since the bill
was first read and second read, I have been able to do a
bit of consultation during that time. A number of parties
speculated to me about why the government has not
gone further and about some other threats to tobacco
control in this state. Among the things that were put to
me, I had my attention drawn to an article in the
Australian of 28 August by David Uren, its economics
editor, with the headline ‘Secret government plan to
end big bureaucracy’. It says:
The state’s independent review of state finances was headed
by former Victorian Treasury secretary Mike Vertigan and
included Ian Harper, the former head of the fair pay
commission, and the former secretary of Tasmania’s
Treasury, Don Challen.

In terms of the report that came out of that review, the
article goes on to say:
There is a section on agencies and services that should simply
be closed, including the Victorian Health Promotion
Foundation, which spends about $30 million a year on
preventive health campaigns.
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As someone appointed by this Parliament to sit on the
board of VicHealth, I know a collective shiver went
through everyone in that sector — the board members
of VicHealth, the staff of VicHealth and everyone who
has been part of the great tripartisan efforts over the last
25 to 30 years of the existence of VicHealth that have
seen a halving of the consumption of tobacco in this
state. For it to now look like there might be a stepping
away and for the government to fail to rule that out is
deeply disturbing. I note that at the time of the article
questions were put to two ministers and the Premier,
asking them to rule out that reported recommendation
from Vertigan, and no such denial was forthcoming.
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really important that we also have support through
funding of programs to encourage people in those last
groups that remain wedded to smoking to quit. There
has been an across-population reduction, a halving, of
smoking rates over the period of operation of VicHealth
and of the significant legislative changes of recent
years, but there are still much higher rates in the
Indigenous community, in lower socioeconomic areas
and in regional areas. Therefore cutting $25 million out
of that funding is not taking a whole-of-government
approach to the issue of tobacco control.

The other thing I have had put to me — and it is a
source of great pride — is that the Labor Party no
longer takes, and has not taken for some years, any
political donations from big tobacco. In the 2010–11
Australian Electoral Commission political party
disclosure return supplied by the Liberal Party of
Australia, Victorian division, it says that $12 000 was
donated by British American Tobacco. We do not
know whether this was really the only tobacco
donation, because there are those other secretive
organisations like the Cormack Foundation. There was
a $2.5 million donation from it, and from the Vapold
group and the 500 Club, both of which have offices at
104 Exhibition Street, which also houses the Liberal
Party headquarters. There were donations of $300 000
and $280 000 from Vapold and $920 000 and $165 000
from the 500 Club. The community would not know
whether other donations had been made to those entities
from big tobacco.

I have made contact with a number of local
governments that this legislation will impact. I made
contact with a cross-section of councils, including those
fronting onto the bay, larger regional councils and some
smaller ones, and I also looked at the issue of riverfront
beaches. A number of councils knew a little about the
proposal but were very concerned about its timing —
that they would be expected to have their staff trained
and implementing it by patrolling beaches within five
or six weeks time. Local government CEOs told me
they would be surprised if the signs the health
department has said it will provide could be erected by
then, let alone the staff being trained. Really for a
measure like this to be successful the enforcement
officers need to be aware of it and the community needs
to be aware of it through signage. I welcome the fact
that at the briefing the health department said there
would be a community education campaign, but that
will not be of any use if the signs have not been erected
and if the staff have not been trained to hand out the
material.

The Liberal Party of Australia return to the Australian
Electoral Commission for the 2010–11 year — with its
post office box 6004 in Kingston in the Australian
Capital Territory — includes $16 500 from British
American Tobacco and $15 000 from Philip Morris. If
the Liberal Party, which is also the major party in
government, were truly serious about addressing the
harms of big tobacco, it would be following the lead of
the Labor Party and not be taking these donations from
big tobacco. Then we might actually see some more
far-reaching reforms to continue the Labor Party’s
approach in this area.

The other thing that municipal leaders told me they are
concerned about is that this is a peak time of year for
the activities of enforcement officers and that they
particularly need to focus on issues of fire and getting
land-holders to make their land safe by conducting fuel
reduction and weed eradication. Also they have many
more problems over the summer months with dogs in
public places and with protecting the community as a
result, so some local governments told me they would
probably have to prioritise those areas over this new
responsibility due to the short lead times and their
strained resources.

In addition to the Vertigan threat to VicHealth, in the
health budget this year the most savage cuts were in the
area of prevention. In the integrated health promotion
program there were cuts of $25 million from the
funding that goes to community health services and
women’s health services, which are particularly
valuable in regional areas and areas where there are
higher rates of smoking as identified by the Cancer
Council. Although we have legislative measures, it is

The City of Kingston said it hoped the publicity
campaign and signage would not just be on buildings
and suggested that it might be a good idea to have it on
the surf lifesaving flags. I suggest to the health
department and to the government that that is a very
good suggestion which has come from the City of
Kingston, because it would obviously define very
clearly the area around that 50 metres. I would suggest
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that is a superior form of signage and probably better
than having it on surf lifesaving clubs.

that it will not cause quite a bit of heartache for
municipalities like Mildura.

A number of councils indicated concerns about
volunteers from Life Saving Victoria. Currents often
change throughout the day, and volunteer lifesavers
need to move the flags. Certainly on the Lady Bay
beach near where I grew up on in Warrnambool it often
happened that you would have groups of people who
had been settled for some period of time. You may not
have enforcement officers around, but you may have
young lifesavers who could be endangered when they
are trying to do their job in keeping the community safe
because they might come upon resistance from those
who have been settled on the beach for some hours and
want to continue smoking where they have been sitting
that day.

In looking at the statement of compatibility under the
name of the Minister for Ports, representing the
Minister for Health, I can see why municipalities have
expressed their concern about the exclusion of
under-18s from liability to penalties under this bill. The
statement of compatibility for the bill says:

The Frankston City Council believes the bill does not
go far enough due to the huge problem of litter in the
bay, particularly from cigarette butts. It believes it
would be much easier to enforce the law, patrol beaches
and counter the problem of litter if the ban were
declared for the whole foreshore rather than just the
area between the flags. The council is also concerned
about the clause in the bill that expressly excludes
young people from penalties. It believes that sends the
wrong message to young people — that it is okay for
under-18-year-olds to be smoking at the beach. The
health staff at the council felt that smoking on beaches
was probably the biggest problem in that age group.
They believe expressly excluding that group from
penalties in the bill is quite problematic.
In deference to the former member for Murray Valley,
Ken Jasper, I must mention some border issues. I know
he would regard it as remiss of anyone in this place
when speaking on a bill that impacted on Victoria’s
border with our northern neighbour, New South Wales,
and particularly anything regarding a riverfront, not to
refer to the enforcement issues that may come up. The
other beachfront where I spent a bit of time swimming
was at Mildura. I was pretty disgusted that it did not
have waves. My parents moved me from the coastal
town of Warrnambool to Mildura when I was 16, and I
could not even believe there would be a beach on the
river, but there is — at Apex Park, Mildura. Given that
this measure is yet to take effect in New South
Wales — apparently there have been indications that it
will do so at some time in the future — it may well
cause municipal officers some problems relating to the
border issues there, with the high watermark being
considered to be the border between Victoria and New
South Wales. I am not absolutely certain, until New
South Wales comes on board with similar measures,

It is intended that this smoking ban will further limit the
exposure of children and families to second-hand smoke …

There seems to be an inconsistency when the bill
expressly excludes penalties for the firsthand smoking
of under-18-year-olds. The second-reading speech
states:
The Baillieu government will continue these important
tobacco control measures by introducing new evidence-based
reforms in Victoria over time.

It has taken a long time to introduce one piece of
tobacco control reform. The pace has been glacial. It
has taken two years to introduce this very small
measure, and the speech says others will be brought in
over time. I hope that time is not too far down the track
because many people will continue to smoke and suffer
disease and disability from smoking-related illnesses.
Any money that is spent in prevention programs, such
as harm reduction programs, will save much more in
the long run. Every dollar spent on reduction of harm
saves about $6 at the tertiary end, in hospital services. I
return again to the fact that the cut of $25 million to
prevention programs in the budget was really short
sighted. It seems that programs like this are always seen
by Treasury officials as the low-hanging fruit to be cut,
but from a longer term perspective such action is very
short sighted because about six times that amount is
spent on caring for people with chronic diseases related
to smoking.
With those comments, I reiterate that the opposition
will not be opposing this bill. We hope the government
will not take too much longer to introduce further
measures, and that it will follow our lead in tobacco
reform, fund it appropriately, listen to the experts such
as the Cancer Council of Victoria, the Australian
Medical Association, Quit Victoria and VicHealth, and
continue to lead in this area so that we can reduce the
harm, death and disability related to smoking. I urge the
government to get its skates on and get this measure out
into the community as soon as possible. It would be
awful to see the legislation fail once it came into effect
because people in the community were not aware of it.
The Department of Health indicated in the training for
council environmental officers that the approach should
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be more educative rather than punitive and that it was
hoped by the department and the Municipal Association
of Victoria that through their advice to councils, in the
early stages of the introduction of this measure the first
approach of councils would be to hand out material
produced by the health department advising
communities of this change in a gentle sort of way
before moving to the punitive approach of the 1 penalty
unit fine of $141. The opposition does not oppose the
bill. We wish it a speedy passage. I will be interested to
see whether the government continues Labor’s strong
reforms in tobacco control.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It certainly
gives me great pleasure to rise to contribute to this
important debate on the Tobacco Amendment
(Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012. This is a
very important and significant piece of legislation in
regard to the health portfolio and one which is a further
demonstration of this government’s commitment to
improving the health and wellbeing of Victorians.
As many members would be aware, smoking claims
almost 4000 lives in Victoria each and every year and
remains the leading avoidable cause of cancer and
respiratory, cardiovascular and other diseases. Also
there is a cost to the community of $6 billion, with
smoking-related illness impacting not only on
Victoria’s health-care system but also on families, the
community and the economy. There would not be
many in this house who have not seen personally the
effects of smoking and the way in which it claims the
lives of so many family members. Just today, by way of
example, I received a phone call from a cousin to say
that my uncle has lung cancer and has two weeks to
live. That just brought home to me the whole
significance of this important piece of legislation.
The bill before the house proposes the establishment of
a ban on smoking around patrolled beaches, both
between the flags and within a 50-metre radius of each
flag. This important bill will bring Victoria into line
with other states. Queensland, Western Australia and
Tasmania already have similar measures in place. As
the member for Yan Yean has mentioned, the
legislation will be enforced through local government
by council by-laws officers. It has the support of the
Municipal Association of Victoria and Life Saving
Victoria. This is an important measure that will help to
drive home to the Victorian community the message
that smoking is unacceptable. The first thing it seeks to
do is reduce the harms to which members of the public,
particularly children and young people, are exposed by
their proximity to smoking. We need to do what we can
to eliminate as much as possible the exposure of young
people to smoking. This is just another measure that
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builds on earlier legislation that has been introduced by
governments from both sides of politics to provide
further controls in this area.
This government, as members may be aware, has
introduced two bills with regard to tobacco; the other
one concerns shopper dockets. I am aware that the
member for Yan Yean raised this issue on the first
reading of this bill and sought clarity as to its
application. Certainly this bill relates to smoking at
patrolled beaches whereas the other bill, which I will
not comment on because it is yet to come before the
house, relates to the operation of the shopper-docket
system.
Another important benefit of this bill is that it will
reduce the public visibility of smoking, particularly for
children and young people. It is not just about the
exposure; it is about public visibility. Clearly many
young people on a hot day will be located on our
beaches around the state, particularly those patrolled
beaches, and it is about making sure we break that
nexus between the visibility of smoking and young
people.
Another important aspect is that it will help to
undermine a perceived connection or association
between smoking and outdoor recreation, particularly
amongst adolescents. It seems incongruous that at our
patrolled beaches — and as a father I will be involved
this summer when my children are participating in one
of the nippers programs that will operate over the
course of the summer — my children and other
children will be participating in a sporting activity with
parents who are smoking while standing among them.
Clearly there is no logical explanation as to why that
should be acceptable. It is therefore very clear that this
important piece of legislation will help to break that
nexus.
In terms of the environmental benefits there is clearly
an environmental benefit because this bill will help to
reduce the number of cigarette butts on our beaches.
Clearly, anyone who visits beaches throughout Victoria
would be aware of the amount of litter, particularly
cigarette butts, to be found on our beaches.
Finally, the bill will also improve the amenity of
Victorian beaches not only for local communities but
also for visitors. As we know, over the peak period
during summer many visitors will be attracted to our
holiday destinations. This bill is about sending a clear
message that smoking between or near the flags on
beaches is unacceptable. Queensland has gone down
this path, Western Australia has gone down this path
and Tasmania has gone down this path, and clearly it is
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about sending a message to the Victorian community
that this type of behaviour is unacceptable.
As the member for Yan Yean indicated, the
organisations she was quoting do support the ban.
There were no organisations she quoted that opposed
the introduction of this system. But we, as a
government, have sought to implement a range of
changes in the health system, and this is just one
example of how this government is seeking to improve
the health outcomes for Victorians. It is consistent with
the government’s Victorian Public Health and
Wellbeing Plan 2011–15, which states:
Significant decreases in the prevalence of regular smokers
have been observed among almost all demographic groups;
however, the general population trend tends to obscure
markedly higher rates of smoking in some subgroups. Action
to address these gaps is required.
For example, smoking prevalence is appreciably higher
among Victorians living in low socioeconomic areas in
comparison with those living in high socioeconomic areas.

As the member for Yan Yean also indicated, there are
substantially higher rates of smoking within the
Aboriginal communities. Through my work with the
various Aboriginal health organisations as part of the
Closing the Health Gap initiative I know that significant
work has been done to try to reduce the level of
smoking in Aboriginal communities.
The plan has identified that opportunities for progress
during this period include the opportunity to:
limit and reduce the exposure of Victorians to the harmful
effects of tobacco smoke by initiating and supporting actions
informed by evidence …

This is another example of the important action that this
government is undertaking to identify and put in place
solutions that will help to improve health outcomes for
the state.
Those opposite can do as they wish and seek to criticise
the government. I understand that the position of the
opposition is not to oppose this bill, but I would have
hoped that on such a significant bill, which is about
sending messages more than anything, both sides of
politics would believe it is unacceptable that parents
should be able to smoke between the flags. One would
hope that the opposition would support the government
on this important bill. If anything, it is about sending a
clear message, but that is up to the opposition.
I also pick up on a point that the member for Yan Yean
made regarding donations. I note and acknowledge that
the Labor Party accepts money from unions that are
working in the tobacco industry. I find it interesting that
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those opposite are more than happy to accept financial
donations from unions that are working within the
tobacco industry and, more importantly, more than
happy to allow those unions to be part of the
decision-making process of the Australian Labor Party,
but they then stand up in this house and try to lecture
us. That is an opportunity that those opposite need to
consider.
The bill before the house is clearly an important bill,
and I call upon everyone in this house to support this
important piece of legislation.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It is a
pleasure to speak on the Tobacco Amendment
(Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012. I think the
point the member for Yan Yean was trying to make
was that the Liberal Party directly takes donations from
tobacco companies.
Bill Nighy is one of my favourite actors, and I imagine
that he has got other fans in this chamber because of his
starring roles in political thrillers. He said:
One of the greatest regrets of my life is that I smoked. If I
could say anything to anybody starting out in life it would be,
‘Whatever you do, don’t smoke’. I have had to recover from
that and been lucky that I have been able to stop.

I stand here as the daughter of a smoker who died of a
smoking-related disease, and I wish he had had the
courage to stop smoking with the help and support of
other people. It is a sad fact that smoking-related
diseases kill over 4000 Victorians every year.
As the member for Yan Yean said, Labor does not
oppose the bill; indeed, the Labor Party has a proud
record — an extended history — of support for
preventive health reform, including tobacco control. I
am pleased to see that at last this government, which
just this year was awarded the 2012 Dirty Ashtray
Award by the Australian Medical Association for its
failure to take action on tobacco control, has got its act
together and brought this piece of legislation into the
chamber.
The bill amends the Tobacco Act 1987 to ban smoking
between the flags at patrolled beaches and within a
50-metre radius of each flag. I am pleased to note that
this includes both ocean beaches and river beaches. I
am an avid user of the beach. I like going to the beach
and I have very happy memories of good family times
at the beach. One of the things that ruins a trip to the
beach is smoking by people close by, as well as the
hoonish behaviour of jet skiers. I have spoken on that
issue before in this house, and I am pleased to say that
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the government has taken further action on that matter
as well.
I concur with what the Minister for Ports said in his
second-reading speech:
Breaking the link between smoking and everyday family
activities is vital to changing social norms around smoking.
Our children must understand that smoking is both highly
addictive and harmful to health.
…
Beaches are an important part of summer in Victoria, and I
want everyone to experience our unique coastal landscapes at
their best.
Through banning smoking on beaches we can protect
Victorian families from exposure to second-hand smoke, stop
children seeing people smoke and reduce environmental
damage from butt littering.

Indeed one of the very poor results of so many people
smoking on the beach is the fact that they tend to litter,
which is a cause of great concern for the quality of the
water in our bay especially. You only have to walk
along the beach, even in winter, to see many cigarette
butts lying on the ground and you wonder why smokers
do not pick them up and take them elsewhere. I hope
that by preventing people from smoking, albeit just
between the flags, we will send not only a strong
preventive health message to families and smokers but
also a strong environmental message.
I note that the enforcement of the ban will be the
responsibility of local governments and that existing
local government environmental officers will fine
people breaching the ban with 1 penalty unit or $141. I
understand that the Department of Health will be
providing local governments with funding for a
communications strategy to alert the public to the new
rules. The ban will take effect in only five weeks — on
1 December, the start of summer — which is not very
far away. If you have been at the beach lately, you will
have seen a lot of people there already. They are
already developing habits as to how they will behave on
the beach. I am yet to see any signs go up or any
evidence of publicity in local newspapers. I know the
member for Yan Yean has rung around the local
councils — —

4707

by adolescents or young adults, will have to take
responsibility for enforcing and promoting this law. I
do not want to see a whole lot of local law officers
being turned into mobile smoke detectors and young
people becoming dibber-dobbers. I think a bit more
warning and resourcing for local government would
have been appropriate, although we will be glad to see
this come into effect on 1 December.
This brings me to the concerns of the City of
Frankston — and I must say they mirror my own
concerns — that banning people from smoking
between the flags is fraught with difficulties. Does it
mean the same thing will happen as you see when you
go to some hospitals, where people cannot smoke in
certain areas but where you still have to walk through
other areas that are thick with smoke and smell quite
putrid in order to gain access to the non-smoking areas?
I think some of this is problematic, and it is my
personal view — I stress that it is my personal view, but
I note that the City of Frankston has somewhat
confirmed this — that the legislation would be much
easier to enforce and much more robust in its effect if it
made entire stretches of beach smoke free. The
environmental wins would be exceptional as well.
To finish I want to talk a little more about advertising. I
note the comments by Fiona Sharkie from Quit Victoria
reported in an article in the Age around budget time.
Under the headline ‘Budget cuts to hit Quit campaign’,
the article says:
Fewer people are likely to quit smoking, experts warn, thanks
to the state government halving funding for television
advertising that urges them to kick the habit.
Quit Victoria’s executive director Fiona Sharkie said her
organisation had been notified after last week’s state budget
that it would get $1.1 million a year to air antismoking
advertisements, down from an average $3.5 million a year
since 2006.
She said the reduced funding from July was a crucial blow to
efforts to reduce smoking.

Mr Wells — We are waiting for the bill to pass. We
can’t do that until the bill passes.

Everybody in this chamber agrees that we need to make
strong, positive and robust efforts to reduce smoking. I
will take this opportunity to call on the government to
adequately resource the antismoking campaigns that are
run by organisations like Quit Victoria, VicHealth and
the Cancer Council Australia. I recall the words of
Mark Twain when he said, ‘Quitting smoking is easy. I
have done it 1000 times’.

Ms GRALEY — Often publicity goes out with the
second-reading speech. I am concerned that a lot of
people will not know about this new law. Indeed, I am
concerned that local government officers and members
of lifesaving clubs, which are often heavily populated

We, like the Australian Medical Association, do not
want Victoria to win another Dirty Ashtray Award, and
even the government would agree with that. I suggest
that the government get more active in this area and
commit, as Labor did in its term in office, to a Victorian
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tobacco control strategy in the coming years, with very
clear targets that can be measured about how many
people we are going to stop from smoking, because
when we stop people from smoking we save lives. We
need to get the government to adequately resource that.
I see that the Treasurer is in the chamber. We need to
make sure that advertising campaigns are initiated,
especially with summer coming on. Hopefully when
this legislation progresses through both houses and we
have this law in effect, the government will get behind
it, resource it and make sure that it works well. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — First of all, I thank the
member for Narre Warren South for her concern as I
took a slight stumble out of the chamber just before. All
is well, and I am ready to speak on this bill, the
Tobacco Amendment (Smoking at Patrolled Beaches)
Bill 2012. I will start off by talking about smoking in
general. There is a very easy philosophy in relation to
smoking, which is that the best way to quit is to never
start. That is really important.
It is very difficult sometimes to talk about smoking. I
have two young children, and the topic of smoking
comes up regularly — at least, the topic of how you
should not smoke. However, in the group of friends I
come from and used to go out with every one of us was
a smoker. Everybody would light up a cigarette at the
end of dinner. You would sit down with coffee and a
cigarette, and you would sit around and have a chat. It
was not that long ago that you were sitting around in a
restaurant and having a cigarette, and that was in almost
any restaurant in Victoria. Slowly but surely things
have been changing to improve that circumstance
throughout Victoria, so we can no longer have that
situation. It is all about education. It is all about getting
the message out there, and it is all about ensuring that
Victorians know that it is not acceptable to smoke in
places like that.
There have been many laws brought in; however, even
today it is not taken on board that more than
4000 Victorians will lose their lives to smoking every
year. It is a cycle we need to stop. As I said, the
changes that have come in and the list of continuous
changes we will bring in over time will ensure that the
message stays — that is, that it is not all right to smoke.
It is not good for you, and it is not good for the future.
One of the issues in relation to smoking for young
people these days, especially children, is seeing parents
smoke. The biggest influence on a young person’s life
in relation to smoking is still seeing parents smoke.
Some of the programs we used to run in Dandenong
had a real focus on changing that situation within a
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household to ensure that the next generation did not
take up the habit of smoking at such a young age. Some
of the statistics that came back showed that if in a house
no-one smoked, there was a much lower likelihood of a
young person taking up smoking or even trying
cigarettes then or in the future. However, if a young
person was put in the position where one or both
parents smoked in the house, their chance of trying
cigarettes or going on to become a regular smoker
doubled. That is just because of what they see; they
become a product of their environment. They see
smoking in the house, and therefore they are more
likely to go on to smoke.
One of the interesting statistics on that, though, was that
if a young person had a parent or parents who smoked
and decided to ban smoking in the house — so they
were still smokers, but they banned smoking in the
house and did not smoke in front of their children — it
reduced by a high percentage the likelihood of that
young person taking up smoking or trying smoking,
because the consequences of smoking could then be
explained. The parents could say, ‘We are not doing it
in front of our kids, and therefore they are not seeing it
happen every day’. That is exactly what this bill is
pushing towards. It has taken it from inside the home
out to somewhere we all enjoy, particularly in
Australia — we love to go down to the beach. It is
getting the message out there that we are not going to
accept people sitting on the beach and smoking in front
of young people, because if they are sitting in front of
young people and smoking, it sends the message across
that it is okay to smoke. That is not a message we want
to send across.
Similar legislation has been introduced in different parts
of the country, including Queensland and New South
Wales. We were talking about the implications of fines,
who is going to manage the fines, the environmental
officers and their training. However, in Queensland the
legislation was introduced in 2005, and only 22 fines
were issued between 2005 and 2012 — a period of
seven years. Additionally, anyone who now goes up to
Queensland and heads to the beach will very rarely see
anybody smoking, particularly around the flags,
because the message that it is not acceptable in those
areas has managed to get out strongly. That is a
message we are trying to bring in in Victoria; we want
to follow what has happened in Queensland and get out
the message that it is not okay to smoke in those areas.
It is important to note how we are going to get that
message out to mums and dads and anybody else who
is currently a smoker that they can no longer smoke
within 50 metres of those flags. If you look at the
drawings on the fliers about how that will work, you
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see that there is an area in a 50-metre radius from the
outside of those flags where people cannot smoke,
including in the water. I am not sure that many people
have tried to smoke too much in the water, but that
includes the water if it comes inside the 50-metre
radius. It also includes the path down to get into the
flags area.
As I said, we have to get that message out there. The
first step is a public notice and a functional
advertisement to make sure that people are aware of
this as they go down to the beach. It will continue with
local press ads, web button advertising, tobacco
reforms, the updating of websites and a web banner
advertisement. Obviously there are going to be media
releases, and I would encourage everybody in the
house, particularly if they are close to a beach or in
areas with beaches, to get a media release out saying
that this is a bill coming into the house to ensure that
people down in that area cannot smoke.
This change is also about passing the message to the
non-smokers out there that smoking in those areas is no
longer acceptable, so that non-smokers feel they can go
down and at least have their say. There will be a
brochure and a fact sheet explaining the ban and its
rationale for inspectors to hand out to smokers. It is
quite difficult when in the role of an environmental
officer to walk down a beach and just walk up to
someone and say, ‘You cannot smoke on the beach’.
However, if they have a fact sheet in hand to say why
the law is being brought in and why people can no
longer smoke in that area, it gives the explanation a lot
of people are after; they want to know why they are
being told no.
Palm cards which lifesavers and inspectors can hand
out will provide contact information for Quitline. An
important note on that card is that lifesavers will not be
expected to patrol and police this measure and are not
going to be expected to hand out fines. However, it is
best if they know what is going on, hence the reason for
giving them palm cards to hand out to people who are
smoking in the area. Should it be just a mum or dad,
they can explain it to them, particularly in the first
stages following the passage and implementation of this
law on 1 December. As soon as it is implemented
lifesavers will have the opportunity to hand out these
palm cards and explain the situation to people who are
not aware of the changes as they go down to the beach
for the first time this summer.
There will also be smoke-free patrolled beaches and
education enforcement protocols to assist tobacco
inspectors in their role of educating people on and
enforcing the ban. There will be small posters with key
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messages for display on council community boards.
There will be tobacco information lines, which
currently exist, and dedicated council lines. Signage
will be put up throughout beaches in the areas affected.
Seventy beaches across Victoria will be affected. These
signs will state what the new rules are, and be
permanent fixtures. They will be supplied and
advertised by the Department of Justice, along with
what the guidelines on them are, to ensure that people
walking onto a beach and people in an area will have a
sign to refer to and to ensure that there is very little
margin for error in people misunderstanding what the
law is, how it works and how it will impact upon them.
Currently in Victoria 16 beaches across three local
council areas — the city of Port Phillip, the city of
Hobsons Bay and the shire of Surf Coast — have
smoking bans that involve fines and an education
process. I am sure that over time beachgoers will notice
a reduction in the number of people smoking on those
beaches in the Surf Coast shire, the city of Hobsons
Bay and the city of Port Phillip. This reduction will lead
to positive effects for people’s health and also for the
environment. If less people smoke on the beach, less
cigarette butts will be left around, which in turn will
lead to a cleaner environment for people to enjoy. As a
parent of young children I am glad that I will now be
able to take them to the beach knowing that I do not
have to worry about them walking around and picking
up cigarette butts or about what happens when cigarette
butts get washed into the ocean. I think it is very
important to get this message out there.
Beaches are public spaces which everybody should be
able to use. I want to be able to take my kids to
patrolled beaches right across Victoria. It is great that
we patrol those beaches. The Minister for Sport and
Recreation will be happy because this legislation
encourages more people to get out there and be more
active more often. It says to people, ‘You’re welcome
on the beach. Don’t worry about the person sitting next
to you lighting up a cigarette. We’ve implemented
education programs to prevent that from happening so
that you can go to the beach and enjoy your day out’. In
my view it is essential that we give everybody in
Victoria the opportunity to use our beaches, parks and
public areas.
In conclusion, I fully support the Tobacco Amendment
(Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012 and wish it a
speedy passage.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to join
the debate on the Tobacco Amendment (Smoking at
Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012. As the lead speaker for
the opposition highlighted, the opposition will not be
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opposing this bill. It is a good bill and a positive step
forward in terms of reducing the impact of smoking. As
the previous speaker said, it will also be important in
reducing the exposure of children to seeing adults
smoking and consequently imitating that behaviour. I
think this is an important effect of this bill.
I will now turn to two aspects raised by the bill that
deserve some attention. Firstly, new section 5RB,
inserted in the principal act by clause 3 of the bill, will
essentially ensure that if people under the age of 18
contravene the legislation by smoking on a beach, it
will not be considered an offence. It is important for the
Parliament to note that the offences listed in this bill
will apply only to people over the age of 18. I
understand that in just about all tobacco legislation
people under the age of 18 are subject to similar
provisions. This is a reasonable policy decision.
The other aspect of the bill worth highlighting is a
concern I hope the government also shares — it is
certainly worth putting it on the record — that is, the
possible unintended consequence of people who are
very keen smokers swimming away from the flags to
avoid this ban. It is certainly no reason not to support
this legislation, but I think the government should be
aware of it. Relevant government authorities should
monitor people’s behaviour on beaches, particularly as
this new legislation is implemented and people begin to
be fined for smoking within or around the flags,
because this may have the unintended consequence of
moving people away from the flags to unpatrolled parts
of the beaches and therefore potentially increasing the
danger of people coming to grief in the water.
As I say, this is not an issue from which we should shy
away. We should still pursue the merits of this bill.
However, I think the relevant government authorities
should be cognisant that this may be an unintended
consequence of this legislation.
In my view while the bill is a good one it has
unfortunately come about not for the loftiest of ideals or
reasons but rather for fairly cynical ones — that is, I
think the government has been embarrassed into doing
something in the area of tobacco control. Previous
speakers have mentioned that Victoria won the 2012
Dirty Ashtray award, which is awarded to the state that
has had the worst performance in tobacco control over
the past 12 months. It is a great shame that Victoria
won the Dirty Ashtray award under this government’s
stewardship.
A range of health organisations, including the
Australian Medical Association, the National Heart
Foundation, the Cancer Council of Victoria and Quit
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Victoria, put forward to the government a raft of
changes they saw as important for advancing tobacco
control. They included a range of measures that are
already in place in other states, including banning
smoking in outdoor dining and drinking areas, around
children’s playgrounds, in entrances to public buildings,
at public transport stops, in sporting facilities, in
pedestrian malls, at public events and so on.
Without getting into a debate on each of those areas, it
is pretty clear to me that the government was forced to
do something as a result of the embarrassment of being
awarded the Dirty Ashtray award and the reform
agenda put in front of it by the four health
organisations. It seems that it decided to pick the
smallest possible legislative reform and follow the path
of least resistance in terms of implementing some form
of legislative change. It is a great shame this has
happened. The government has been dragging its heels
in tobacco reform and has now been forced to act.
We have heard a number of speakers talk about the
damage and impact of smoking on Victorians.
Approximately 4000 Victorians lose their lives every
year because of smoking-related illnesses. As many
members of this chamber would know, many of these
illnesses are a horrible way for people to lose their
lives. They include lung cancer, cardiovascular disease
and a whole range of shocking diseases, all of which
cause great trauma throughout the Victorian
community. They cause a massive economic cost to the
health system and a whole range of related areas. There
is also a great social cost, with people affected
throughout the Victorian community.
Figures from a report published in 2004–05 show that
the total economic cost of smoking to the Australian
economy is some $31.5 billion. Not only is there a cost
in terms of human lives, there is a massive economic
cost. The great shame is that while all Victorians, even
people who smoke heavily, agree that smoking causes
this damage, we have a government that is dragging its
heels on tobacco reform. It is pretty clear to me that this
government has a problem, if not in reality then
certainly in perception. On the one hand the Liberal
Party and The Nationals are responsible for tobacco
legislative reform, yet at the same time they accept
donations from big tobacco.
Since 2004 the Liberal and National parties have
accepted some $1.7 million in donations from big
tobacco. Staggeringly, of all the worldwide donations to
political parties made by British American Tobacco —
one of the biggest firms worldwide — 97 per cent of its
donations in the year 2010 went to the Liberal and
National parties. That figure is a great stain on the
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integrity of members of the Liberal Party and The
Nationals when they come into the chamber and want
to talk about the health of Victorians. On the one hand
they profess concern about the health impacts of
smoking, but on the other hand as members of political
parties they are happy to put their hands out and take
donations from these big tobacco companies.
It is not just the national offices of the Liberal and
National parties that take these donations. It is easy to
access the annual donor returns of big tobacco
companies from the Australian Electoral Commission.
On 4 October 2010 Philip Morris gave $1100 to the
Victorian division of the Liberal Party of Australia. On
11 November 2010 it gave it $2000, and on
16 December 2010 it gave $10 000 to the National
Party of Australia. The list of donations goes on and on.
According to the return filed by Philip Morris, in the
2010–11 year it donated $78 975 to the Liberal and
National parties here in Australia. In the 2010–11
financial year British American Tobacco also was a big
donor to the Liberal and National parties. Just a couple
of blocks away in Exhibition Street the Liberal Party
head office received donations in June last year of
$10 000, $2000 and $12 000.
While this government continues to receive political
donations from big tobacco it is very difficult for it to
be able to confidently and honestly say to the Victorian
people that it is making decisions around tobacco
reform and important health prevention measures. The
government has moved in the right direction in a very
small way, but more reforms need to be undertaken.
This government needs to ensure that this state does not
receive the Dirty Ashtray Award in the future.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HODGETT
(Kilsyth).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (MISCELLANEOUS) BILL
2012
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 18, line 27, omit “Officer;” and insert
“Officer — ”.

2.

Clause 18, after line 27 insert —
“but does not include a written complaint that is
frivolous or vexatious;”.
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Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government) —
I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

These are minor amendments to clause 18 of the Local
Government Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous)
Bill 2012, and they deal with complaints against a
CEO. The amendments were moved and agreed to in
the Legislative Council on 11 October 2012. As I said,
they are minor amendments. The first amendment is a
slight change to the punctuation after the word ‘Officer’
and the second amendment states:
2.

Clause 18, after line 27 insert —
“but does not include a written complaint that is
frivolous or vexatious;”.

We all know it is important that complaints about the
conduct of a CEO of a municipal council be treated
seriously and dealt with in a due and proper process.
The council is the direct employer and it should be
notified about any serious complaints, and the
appropriate processes should be put in place to make
sure there is probity and natural justice. New division 4
of the Local Government Act 1989, inserted by
clause 18 of the bill, will require a CEO to report
complaints to the council if they are allegations about
the CEO that include bullying, harassment, sexual
harassment or victimisation. These allegations and
complaints are very serious, whether they are made
about a CEO or any other member of the public, and
we treat these complaints very seriously.
New division 4 also requires the complaint to be
reported in camera to a closed meeting of the council
where the confidentiality rules apply to that council. It
also allows the Secretary of the Department of Planning
and Community Development to appoint a probity
auditor if it is requested by the CEO or the mayor. This
is not to say the council cannot appoint its own probity
auditor. It can do this to make sure there is proper
oversight of the process. The probity auditor is to be
paid for by the council, and they are to advise the
council in its processes and give a final report. The
auditor will not be able to deal with the substance of the
complaint, and we are hoping — and I am sure the
opposition is hoping — that this measure will rarely be
needed to be used.
After the bill was passed in the Assembly LGPro, the
peak body for local government professionals, raised a
concern with my department and me that the process
may require CEOs to report what they claim are
‘frivolous and vexatious complaints’. The concern is
relevant in that it could impugn or cause damage to a
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CEO’s reputation when it may be somebody who is
mischievously making a complaint against them. It is
not the government’s intention to have CEOs report
frivolous and vexatious complaints. The amendments
before the house clarify that the complaints process
does not apply to frivolous or vexatious complaints, but
the exclusion does not apply to a complaint that has
been made in an application to a court or tribunal, as
these bodies have their basis for excluding or striking
out improper actions.

Bullying is a term that has particular relevance in the
workplace. There have been lots of discussions on
Facebook and television and in reports in the press
about the outcomes of bullying behaviour, which
include deaths and suicides. We need to make sure that
bullying is stamped out wherever it occurs. WorkSafe
Victoria defines ‘bullying’ as:

The definitions of ‘frivolous’ and ‘vexatious’ are
probably well known to most people. Over the years we
have seen complaints made about people which we
know to be frivolous or vexatious. A frivolous
complaint is generally defined as one that is baseless
and completely without merit. A vexatious complaint is
generally defined as one that has no reasonable grounds
and is made in bad faith.

It also notes that bullying is behaviour that is persistent
and happens over a period of time.

The CEO is responsible for assessing whether a
complaint is reportable, including determining whether
the complaint is frivolous or vexatious. The council
may direct the CEO to provide information on any
complaints insofar as it relates to their employment.
Guidelines will be prepared to assist CEOs with these
arrangements and the department has already been
working with LGPro and the sector to put in place some
guidance and make sure that it is accurate and helpful
so not only the community understands what is meant
by frivolous and vexatious, but also that those making a
complaint know what is frivolous and vexatious. The
types of complaints that are going to be reported must
be reported in writing to the council or other relevant
body or be the subject of an application to a court or
tribunal. As I said before, this will not include frivolous
or vexatious complaints.
I will put on the record a number of definitions for what
is meant by the terms ‘bullying’, ‘sexual harassment’,
‘harassment’ and ‘victimisation’, because there is
clarity in other acts and in other areas of what is
understood to be bullying, harassment and sexual
harassment. Probably most of us know what it means to
have a complaint against a person. Usually when you
say it is sexual harassment or bullying, it is about what
it means to the person who is the victim of the bullying
or harassment rather than what it means to the person
perpetrating that behaviour. Whilst a person may not
believe that it is sexual harassment, because they are
making the points themselves if they are doing the
harassing and it is not about what they mean when they
are doing it, it is about what the recipient feels when it
is happening to them.

… repeated unreasonable behaviour directed towards a
worker or group of workers that creates a risk to health and
safety.

On the issue of sexual harassment, it is described in the
Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and can be summarised as
unwelcome sexual behaviour, which could be expected
to make a person feel offended, humiliated or
intimidated. The term ‘harassment’ can have a similar
meaning to bullying. According to the Human Rights
and Equal Opportunity Commission, it also refers to
conduct that intimidates, insults or humiliates a person
because of their race, colour, national or ethnic origin,
sex, disability, sexual preference or some other
characteristic specified under antidiscrimination or
human rights legislation. Finally, victimisation is also
described in the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and it can
be summarised as conduct that subjects a person to
some form of detriment because he or she has made a
complaint, provided information or participated in
legitimate action in relation to a complaint.
As members will see, there are some very strict
definitions of the terms victimisation, intimidation,
harassment and sexual harassment. We have now put in
the words ‘frivolous’ and ‘vexatious’. I believe this has
given some comfort to LGPro, because that
organisation was concerned that it would have to report
to council all complaints in writing from people who
have made the complaint over and over again and
where there are no grounds for the complaint. As I said
earlier, it was not the government’s intention to require
the CEO to report those types of complaints in a formal
way to the council.
We believe these amendments, along with the
guidelines, will make sure that complaints from people
who just want to complain about a CEO for whatever
reason — and there could be many reasons why a
member of the community or a councillor may want to
make a complaint against the CEO — will not be made
as a complaint to the council. As I said, we have
brought these amendments to the house to clarify the
situation and to make sure that frivolous and vexatious
complaints will be determined but will not be made as a
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complaint to the council. I commend the amendments
to the house.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to make a
contribution on behalf of the opposition specifically
relating to these amendments. I draw the attention of
the house to the earlier debate on the bill where in my
contribution I indicated to the minister that we felt there
were some serious flaws in the bill. Some pertain to the
amendments that are before us today, but there are also
matters in relation to the potential undermining of
hard-fought-for rights of local government workers in
relation to their entitlements. To date I do not believe
the government has satisfied those concerns in spite of
the fact that I am aware that the government has
continued to have conversations with the relevant
parties and indeed the Australian Services Union — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order!
Amendments are before the house. I ask the member to
make comments on those amendments.
Mr WYNNE — Indeed, Acting Speaker, but I am
drawing for you a context in which we are seeking to
address the amendments that are before us today, but
counterpoising of course that there were other matters
which were — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order! I
accept what the member for Richmond is saying.
However, we are debating the amendments that are
before us.
Mr WYNNE — Acting Speaker, with your
indulgence, having set some of the broader context in
which we are dealing with these amendments, we will
turn our attention to them. I looked in detail at the
debate in the upper house from where these
amendments originate. In the contribution I made
specifically pertaining to the matters that are being
addressed by the minister, I suggested to her that the
issues relating to complaints against the CEO of a
council ought to have been withdrawn, and in a spirit of
bipartisanship across the chamber that we use the
opportunity to look at this in a more detailed way. As
the minister will recall, I had some amendments myself
which sought to address those questions, but
unfortunately I was not provided with the opportunity
to have that conversation. Perhaps it may have led to a
better thought through amendment than the one we
have before us today, and I will point out what I see to
be some of the deficiencies in the current amendment.
I indicate that we will not be opposing the amendment,
but we foreshadow with the government that we see in
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its practical application some potentially quite serious
difficulties with how this amendment will be dealt with
by CEOs and councils going forward. There are two
amendments. The first amendment is essentially a
sorting out of a grammatical matter. In the second and
substantive amendment the government proposes in
relation to complaints against a CEO that such a
complaint ‘does not include a written complaint that is
frivolous or vexatious’.
There are a couple of important aspects to this. We
supported the government in ensuring that any
complaint that was made against a CEO in relation to a
range of behaviours had to be a written complaint. You
cannot be in a situation where just anybody can decide
to make a verbal complaint, particularly on matters that
are within the purview of this amendment. Specifically
they are complaints of the most serious kind. These are
complaints against the CEO of the council involving
bullying, victimisation or harassment, including sexual
harassment. I absolutely share the position of the
minister and indeed everybody in this house that any
sort of behaviour defined as bullying, victimisation,
harassment or sexual harassment is utterly repugnant
and has no place in the workplace.
The CEO of a council holds a unique position because
he or she is a contracted employee of the council. He or
she — and there are not enough women at the CEO
level in my view, and we hope that we will be able to
encourage more women to take up these positions — is
in a unique position because he or she reports to and is
appointed by the council itself, as opposed to the rest of
the staff who, in a chain of command, report up to the
CEO.
A complaint being lodged against the CEO of a council
is a most profound matter, and such a complaint has to
be captured within the understanding of clause 18 of the
bill, specifically new section 104 in relation to the
definitions. What does this mean in practical terms? At
the moment this means that a written complaint may
come in, and it may fit the description of bullying,
victimisation or harassment, including sexual
harassment, as the minister has to sought to define
them.
One of the things we considered in our response to this
was whether the government might seek to further
define the legislation with reference to other relevant
legislation — as the minister has done in her
contribution here today — and actually embed that in
the bill, so that when we say ‘bullying’ it means
bullying as defined within the Occupational Health and
Safety Act 2004 or other relevant acts relating to
harassment and sexual harassment. The government has
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not chosen to take that particular path, but nonetheless
the contribution by the minister does provide some
level of guidance as to where people can go to get a
clearer definition when they are talking about these
particularly repugnant behaviours.
Nonetheless, what we see as one of the potential
practical difficulties for a CEO of a council is that
whilst guidelines — and I understand this from both the
debate in the upper house and the contributions made
by Mr Guy representing the Minister for Local
Government in the upper house — will be developed as
to how the CEO is to judge these complaints, the great
difficulty will be that almost by definition the CEO will
be conflicted. Ultimately he or she will be conflicted
because a complaint may come in to the council about
the CEO, and the CEO will be the judge and jury of it. I
ask the minister how that is going to work.
It seems to me that the minister has placed the CEO of
the council in an impossible position. Theoretically if I
were the CEO of a council and a complaint came in
from one of my staff members, I could say, ‘No, that is
just a disgruntled staff member. I’ve had problems with
them in the past. I don’t think that this is a matter of
bullying, victimisation or sexual harassment; this is just
a disgruntled staff member’. In a theoretical sense it
may be the secretary or somebody from within the
CEO’s office who is making this complaint. How could
that complaint be dealt with in a transparent way? It
simply could not be dealt with because theoretically the
complainant may be somebody from within the office
of the CEO who has worked in close association with
the CEO for a number of years and they have fallen out
for reasons professional, personal or otherwise. That
complaint would potentially not be brought forward to
the attention of the council because the CEO would
ultimately be conflicted.
Mrs Powell interjected.
Mr WYNNE — The minister’s retort across the
table is, ‘That’s why we will have guidelines’. But if
members actually think it through, they will see that it
would be almost impossible for a CEO to make a fair
and reasoned judgement about these matters. It would
be almost impossible to do so. What do you do in a
theoretical circumstance where you have somebody —
and we have all seen them; we have canvassed some of
this in previous debates — who has a passionate
interest in local government and particular issues in
local government? Far be it from me to name some of
them, but there are people who we can all think of
within our municipalities or who correspond with us
and send emails and carbon copy us all in.
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I can see the Parliamentary Secretary for Local
Government, the member for Mornington, nodding in
affirmation of the sorts of situations I am thinking of
where people have lodged a whole range of complaints
about a whole range of things. Some of them may be
legitimate and some of them may be vexatious, but
perhaps somewhere in the middle of all that there is a
kernel of truth. There may be a kernel of truth in some
of the complaints from people who, as we all know, can
be colourful characters and can have all sorts of
commitment to local government as the level of
government that they feel is most accessible to them.
They go to council meetings, ask questions and are
activists and so forth. People say, ‘Oh, that’s X. We
know that person’, but the truth is that within all of their
correspondence, activity and activism some of their
complaints might actually be legitimate. There might be
harassment, bullying or sexual harassment within the
purview of what this particular amendment seeks to do,
and it is not frivolous or vexatious. This is a really big
problem for us because ultimately, as we all know, we
tend to say, ‘Oh well, that’s X. We know X, and we
know their long history’. I just cannot see — —
Mrs Powell — There are other rights of appeal.
Mr WYNNE — The minister says there are other
rights of appeal. I understand that. In the upper house
Mr Guy indicated that there are other opportunities for
scrutiny of these matters, including the local
government inspectorate, the Ombudsman and so forth,
but I do not think it was ever the minister’s intent that
we should go down that path. It was really to say,
‘Listen, here is a message from the Parliament in its
fullest sense’ — from the government and the
opposition — ‘that these sorts of behaviours are not
acceptable, and they will be addressed’. We in
opposition say, ‘Well done’, and we will absolutely
support the minister in that endeavour. But given the
way that she has structured this, I just cannot see how
she provides any real and legitimate protection for the
CEO of the council.
I do not believe the minister has provided protection for
the CEO of the council through this amendment
because ultimately, when it all boils down, the CEO is
the judge and jury of the complaint. There are quite
onerous requirements on the CEO that are outlined in
new section 105 being inserted by clause 18 of the bill.
If a complaint comes in, and it is not vexatious or
frivolous, the CEO is obliged under proposed
section 105(a) to immediately advise the mayor about
the complaint. That is absolutely right because the
mayor is the leader of the council, of the elected body,
and it is entirely appropriate that the CEO should notify
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them in the first instance. At the next meeting of the
council the CEO is obliged to advise the council about
the complaint. Quite rightly the meeting would be
closed to the public while the matter is ventilated in the
elected body and the substance of the complaint is
addressed. We have no trouble with proposed
section 105(a) or (b). We think that is a very good
process.
We are worried about what happens prior to that. What
are the checks and balances that are available in a very
practical sense to both satisfy the complainant and
provide a level of — —
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a robust system by which these complaints could be
addressed. I reiterate that we are talking about the most
serious complaints against the CEO of the council, who
ultimately is an employee of the elected body — a most
unique position. Bullying, victimisation and sexual
harassment are the most repugnant behaviours, which
nobody would ever accept. I say to the minister that I
fear we are going to be back here again — although I
hope we will not be — with other amendments to
address this question in a much more robust way than,
frankly, the cobbling together of the amendments that
are in the house today.
Motion agreed to.

Mrs Powell — Probably the probity auditor.
Sitting suspended 6.29 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr WYNNE — The minister says — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order!
The member for Richmond knows it is out of order to
respond to interjections.
Mr WYNNE — The minister indicates by way of
interjection that there is an opportunity for a probity
auditor to be appointed. Absolutely that is also fine, if it
is not mandatory that a probity auditor be appointed as
part of the process — and it is not mandatory, it is up to
the council whether it wishes to take that course of
action.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Orders of the day
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — I
move:
That the consideration of government business, orders of the
day, nos 5 to 10 inclusive, be postponed until later this day.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 44

Ultimately we find ourselves in a circumstance where
the government has tried to cobble together a response
to satisfy LGPro. I understand it. I have met with
LGPro, and we have had a number of discussions about
this to satisfy what are quite legitimate concerns about
complaints that are vexatious or fallacious. However, I
do not think the minister, with the particular vehicle she
is using here, will ultimately achieve the outcome
which we would all support. We would all support an
outcome that ensures that there are safeguards against
vexatious complainants but also gives clarity and some
protection for CEOs, so that they understand the
process to follow when a written complaint has come
in. How can CEOs satisfy themselves by being both
judge and jury that they have been able to exercise both
their professional judgement and their moral
obligations in addressing these complaints? I think that
is a problem.
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McCurdy, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
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Miller, Ms
Morris, Mr

Indeed in my contribution when the bill was before the
house earlier, I suggested to the minister that the
government take away this aspect of the bill and that
we work on it. We were happy to talk to the
government about this to see if we could find a way
through, either together if the government wished or
with LGPro. Perhaps that could have been done with
some further legal advice on how to ensure that we had
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D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
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Green, Ms
Helper, Mr
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Merlino, Mr
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Neville, Ms
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Pandazopoulos, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Scott, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Motion agreed to.

POLICE REGULATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) tabled following statement in accordance
with Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Police
Regulation Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Police Regulation Amendment Bill 2012,
as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter act. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the Police Regulation Amendment Bill 2012
is to amend the Police Regulation Act 1958 (act) to:
abolish the Police Appeals Board and establish a Police
Registration and Services Board (the PRS board);
amend provisions relating to appointments, transfers,
appeals and reviews;
establish a police profession register; and
make various transitional provisions for the operation of
the new scheme of appeals and registration.
Human rights issues
The right to privacy and freedom of movement
Clause 15 of the bill empowers the PRS board to issue a
witness summons to a person to give evidence and produce
documents for the purpose of determining appeals and
reviews (new section 86AV). Clause 16 of the bill similarly
empowers the PRS board to issue a witness summons for the
purpose of determining whether to register or renew the
registration of a person, or to enable the PRS board to provide
advice to the chief commissioner about whether it is
appropriate to appoint an officer from another jurisdiction, or
a former officer, to be a member of the force (new
section 87U). Clause 16 further empowers the PRS board to
require an applicant or proposed appointee to provide certain
information (such as criminal record checks, references and
evidence of service (new section 87S)), and to exercise broad
investigatory powers (including powers to require an
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applicant or proposed appointee to attend and give evidence
(new section 87T)).
A number of rights are relevant where powers are conferred
on a public authority to compel a person to attend an
examination, and to provide information and documents — in
particular, the right to privacy (in the sense that information
provided may be personal) and freedom of movement (in the
sense that a person may be required to attend personally).
To the extent that the right to privacy is relevant, I consider
that any interference is neither unlawful nor arbitrary. To the
extent freedom of movement is limited, those limits are
reasonable and justified under section 7(2) of the charter act.
The information-gathering powers of the PRS board are
directly linked to the stated purposes of the relevant
provisions, and are necessary to ensure that decisions
regarding appeals, reviews, registrations and appointments are
based on full and accurate information. This serves the public
interest by ensuring that members of the force are
appropriately qualified, honest and of good repute and
standing. Further, the information-gathering powers relating
to applicants and proposed appointees are a direct
consequence of those persons applying for registration or
appointment to the force, so any expectation of privacy is
minimal. The bill also provides an additional safeguard for
the privacy of persons affected by the amendments through
the confidentiality requirements in new section 87Q. For
these reasons, I am satisfied that the amendments relating to
the PRS board’s information-gathering powers are compatible
with the charter act.
The bill also contains provisions to establish the police
profession register, which will contain identifying information
and other details about persons who are former members of
the force or suspended members absent from the force (for
the purpose of considering subsequent reappointment). The
bill also contains provisions to facilitate the sharing of
information between the PRS board and the chief
commissioner about the character, reputations, qualifications
and training of persons (for the purpose of considering
appointments). For the same reasons as outlined above, I am
satisfied that these provisions are compatible with the charter
act.
The right to a fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the charter act protects the right of a party to
a civil proceeding to have the proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing. It is likely that reviews and appeals
before the PRS board would be regarded as civil proceedings.
The right to a fair hearing is principally protected by the
procedures set out in division 3, including the requirement to
afford natural justice (section 86AQ). Further, section 86AS
balances the importance of having public hearings with the
right to privacy by enabling hearings to be held in private if it
would facilitate the conduct of the appeal or review or would
otherwise be in the public interest. There are, however, two
aspects of the procedures of the PRS board that require
further discussion.
Determination in the absence of the applicant/appellant
New sections 86AG and 86AK impose very short time
frames for the determination of appeals in respect of the
promotion or transfer of another member or protective
services officer, and of reviews in respect of directed
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transfers. If an applicant cannot be present at the hearing, they
may elect to have the application determined in their absence
or withdraw the application. If they fail to make an election,
the appeal or review may be determined in their absence.
While the time frames are short and potentially result in a
person not being able to make oral submissions to the board, I
consider the provisions are compatible with the right to a fair
hearing.
The decisions at issue require speedy determination. It is not
appropriate to allow the appeal process to unnecessarily delay
the promotion or transfer of another member. Appeals are not
intended to be a fresh opportunity to apply for a promotion or
transfer and will usually be limited to the material that was
before the original decision-maker (section 86AG(2)).
Pursuant to section 86AG(1), the board will have the selection
file in relation to the promotion or transfer (as required by
section 86AG(1)), which will include the appellant’s
application and any supporting material. While an appellant
will usually be restricted in lodging additional documents,
there is ability for the board to grant permission to do so in
exceptional circumstances (section 86AG(2)). This may
include granting permission to lodge written submissions in
circumstances where an appellant is unable to appear
personally to make oral submissions. There is also an ability
to extend time in exceptional circumstances (section 86AZ).
The nature of directed transfers is such that delays in
determination of review applications should be kept to a
minimum, and section 86AK provides for a streamlined
process for such decisions. Reviews of such decisions will
generally be limited to the material before the original
decision-maker, which must be lodged with the board
pursuant to section 86AK. While there are short time frames
for the determination of reviews of directed transfers, a person
who is unable to appear personally can be represented
pursuant to section 86AT and/or, in exceptional
circumstances, may be permitted to lodge written submissions
pursuant to section 86AK(2). Further, there is an ability to
extend time in exceptional circumstances (section 86AZ).
Restrictions upon representation
New sections 86AT and 87ZL provide for restrictions upon
representation. On a review (section 86AT(2)) or a
registration matter (section 86ZL(1)), both the chief
commissioner and the applicant or member may be
represented, but not by a legal practitioner. On an appeal
against promotion or transfer, the appellant and the person
selected for promotion or transfer may appear in person and
are not able to be represented while the chief commissioner
may be represented by a person other than a legal practitioner
(section 86AT(1)).
Section 24(1) does not confer a general right of legal or other
representation. However, in limited circumstances, courts
have recognised that representation may be necessary to
ensure a fair hearing.
I consider that the exclusion of representatives from appeals
against decisions to promote or transfer another member or
protective services officer is compatible with the right to a fair
hearing protected by section 24 of the charter act. The nature
of the decisions and grounds of review is such that
representation is not necessary to ensure a fair hearing. To the
contrary, if individuals were able to be represented there
would be a real risk of creating an imbalance, particularly
between the appellant and the person selected for promotion
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or transfer. Section 86AT does provide that the chief
commissioner may be represented (other than by a legal
practitioner) in appeal proceedings; however, this merely
reflects the practical circumstances of the chief commissioner
being unable to appear personally at every appeal.
I also consider that exclusion of legal practitioners from
review hearings and registration hearings is compatible with
the right to a fair hearing. Both the chief commissioner and
the applicant or member are entitled to be represented by a
person other than a legal practitioner. The nature of the
decisions and the availability of skilled and experienced
non-legal representatives in this area is such that legal
representation is not required to ensure a fair hearing.
Right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the charter act provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proven guilty in accordance with the law.
Sections 86AV(5) and 87U(2) create criminal offences for
failing to comply with a summons, without reasonable
excuse. Pursuant to section 72 of the Criminal Procedure Act
2009, the onus is on the accused to present or point to
evidence that could establish a reasonable excuse.
Courts in other jurisdictions have generally taken the
approach that an evidential onus such as this does not limit
the presumption of innocence. The prosecution bears the onus
of establishing the principal elements of the offence and, once
an accused has presented or pointed to evidence of the
reasonable excuse, the prosecution must also disprove that
excuse beyond reasonable doubt. Additionally, whether a
person has a reasonable excuse for contravening the relevant
provisions will be within his or her knowledge. By contrast, it
would be extremely difficult, if not impossible, for the
prosecution to prove the absence of a reasonable excuse given
the range of potential excuses available. Accordingly, even if
the provisions amount to a limit upon the right to be
presumed innocent, the limitation is reasonable and justifiable
under section 7(2) of the charter act.
Peter Ryan, MLA
Minister for Police and Emergency Services

Second reading
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill amends the Police Regulation Act 1958 to
give effect to the memorandum of understanding
(MOU) entered into by the government, the Chief
Commissioner of Police and the Police Association,
which complements the 2011 Victoria Police enterprise
agreement.
The MOU agreed to the introduction of legislation to
implement the productivity gains in the EBA and also
to provide for other improvements to the administration
of Victoria Police.
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Police Registration and Services Board
The bill will replace part V of the act to establish the
Police Registration and Services Board, which will
replace the current Police Appeals Board. The new
board will have three divisions with the following
responsibilities.
First, the review division will determine appeals and
review applications lodged by police members and
protective services officers.
Secondly, the registration division will maintain the
police profession register, determine applications for
registration and will provide advice to the Chief
Commissioner of Police about the character and
reputation, skills and expertise of persons seeking
lateral entry into Victoria Police.
Thirdly, the professional standards division will provide
advice to the Chief Commissioner of Police about the
training and qualifications necessary for members as
part of a modern professionalised force. The functions
of the professional standards division will be developed
over time but at its core this division will assist Victoria
Police command by approving competency standards,
educational courses and supervised training
arrangements for police members and promoting the
professional development of police.
The new board will be headed up by a president who
will be accountable to the minister for the performance
of the functions of the board, and each division will be
headed up by a deputy president.
Additional members will also be appointed to each of
the divisions with requirements set out for the
constitution of each division when performing its
functions. The bill allows for the same individual to be
appointed to more than one division if appropriate. All
members of the board will be appointed by the
Governor in Council on the recommendation of the
minister.
Appeals and reviews framework
The bill will insert a new part IVAA in the act which
will set out a revised framework for appeals or reviews
by the new board. Together, these amendments will
dramatically improve the efficiency of appeals in
relation to non-selection for transfer or promotion,
which currently takes on average 75 days to resolve.
With the proposed amendments to the act, such appeals
will take approximately two weeks to resolve.
There is no change to the fundamental appeal rights for
members of police and protective services officers other

Wednesday, 24 October 2012

than those agreed to in the MOU. The new provisions
will modify appeal rights for promotion and transfer
decisions in accordance with the streamlined
arrangements agreed to in the MOU. Police and
protective services officers will be able to appeal a
promotion or transfer decision only if they applied for
the position and have not lodged four or more appeals
in respect of promotions and transfer decisions in the
previous 12 months.
Police members and protective services officers will
also be able to apply to the board for a review of other
types of decisions, including non-confirmation and
disallowance of promotions, demotions, compulsory
and directed transfers, termination of appointments and
dismissals.
The bill will also streamline procedures for lodging and
determining reviews and appeals. Applicants will now
have strict time frames in which to lodge an application
for a review or an appeal — in most cases applications
will need to be lodged within three days of being
notified of a decision and the Chief Commissioner of
Police will have two days in which to lodge relevant
files with the board.
None of the parties to a review or appeal will be able to
lodge additional documents that were not available to
the original decision-maker unless there are exceptional
circumstances and the board gives leave to do so.
Further, the board must determine matters within five
days of receiving the relevant file from the chief
commissioner. Finally, applicants will have to be
available for the hearing or, if they are unable to be
present, to elect either to have the matter heard in their
absence or withdraw the application.
Appeals will be determined in accordance with superior
efficiency, and decisions relating to dismissals,
demotions and directed transfers will be reviewable on
the grounds that the decision is harsh, unjust or
unreasonable.
Police profession register
The bill will also create the police profession register in
part V of the act. The register will contain the details of
persons who have been registered by the board as being
of good character and repute, having the necessary
qualifications and experience and having the aptitude
and efficiency to perform as a police member at a
specified rank.
The registration division of the board will be able to
carry out the necessary checks and investigations for
the purposes of determining whether to register
someone and providing advice to the Chief
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Commissioner of Police about a potential lateral entry
candidate.
The police profession register will be a first in
Australian policing and will play a role in aiding lateral
entry of members at the lower ranks — currently not
possible within Victoria. The new police profession
register will also assist in dealing with members who
want to take a career break for family or other reasons.
The new board will ensure that experienced police
members are not lost to the profession in Victoria and
will allow them to be registered while not serving as a
police member.
These changes will address the current situation where,
for example, a member of, say, the rank of inspector
leaves the force on maternity leave. Currently if that
member wishes to return to the force in five to six years
time, she must return as a constable. This process costs
the organisation thousands of dollars per annum in lost
experience and unnecessary training time. The bill will
see that member being assessed by the board,
recommendations made as to what the member needs to
do to refresh her skills to take up an appointment at the
rank they held prior to her departure. The board can
also assess whether the member has maintained the
appropriate integrity requirements while on leave.
These amendments will facilitate, where appropriate,
the appointment of a former member above the rank of
constable, something which is not currently possible.
This will both ensure that ex-members keep in contact
with policing, as well as provide an avenue for those
members to return to Victoria Police — having been
assessed by the board with respect to what refresher
training is required for the ex-member to return to their
former serving rank.
This is the first step in developing a police profession
register, the first of its kind in Australia. The
government has committed in its response to the Rush
inquiry to introduce new legislation to modernise the
legislative foundation for Victoria Police in 2013. The
government has also requested work to progress
disciplinary reforms as part of a further round of
reform. Extending the scope of the register to all
Victoria Police officers will also be progressed at this
time.
Other amendments
The bill will make other amendments to the act to
implement the agreements from the MOU.
The bill will amend section 8 of the act to provide for
part-time and fixed-term appointments and
appointments for specific roles or project work. This
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will allow the Chief Commissioner of Police to offer
flexible employment to police members. This will assist
in times of a surge in resourcing demands on Victoria
Police.
The bill will also introduce section 8AC to provide that
the chief commissioner may transfer a police member
to any part of the state if it is reasonably necessary for
the provision of policing services. The bill provides that
a member can appeal such a decision on the grounds
that it is harsh, unjust or unreasonable. This amendment
strikes the right balance between ensuring that
vacancies are filled promptly and without undue delay
whilst taking into account the individual circumstances
of the member.
The bill will amend section 11 of the act, so that the
chief commissioner may give notice to a police
member that their authority as a constable is ineffective
for the period set out in the notice. A notice under
section 11 can only be issued if the police member is on
long-term leave without pay but not where the police
member is on certain types of excluded leave including
maternity or parental leave.
The bill will insert section 16C into the act providing
that a police member will be deemed to have
abandoned their appointment if they have an
unauthorised absence from duty of one calendar month
or longer.
The bill will repeal the ‘no confidence’ dismissal
powers of the chief commissioner. These powers have
been infrequently used and issues of incapacity for duty
will now be better managed through amendments made
to division 4, part IV of the act to enable the Chief
Commissioner of Police to compulsorily transfer or
dismiss any member unable to meet the inherent
requirements of his or her position, with an appeal right
to review such a decision on the grounds that it is harsh,
unjust or unreasonable.
This bill will introduce important amendments to the
regulatory framework for the administration of police in
Victoria. It will modernise and streamline cumbersome
appeal processes and contribute to the increasing
professionalisation of Victoria Police.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms ALLAN
(Bendigo East).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 7 November.
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STATE TAXATION AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the State Taxation
and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the State Taxation and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2012, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in
this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of this bill is to amend the Land Tax Act 2005 to
ensure that the principal place of residence exemption
operates as intended and limits the power of the
commissioner of state revenue to recover unpaid land tax
from tenants. It introduces changes to the Taxation
Administration Act 1997 to address a number of practical
issues which have arisen in the administration of the objection
provisions and provides for the disclosure of taxation
information to registrar of titles. The bill also, by amending
the Road Safety Act 1986, makes permanent the $35 increase
in the base light vehicle registration fee, which was effected
by interim regulations on 1 April 2012. Finally the bill
amends the Trustee Companies Act 1984 to facilitate the
transfer of estate assets and liabilities to State Trustees
Limited and licensed trustee companies in certain
circumstances.
Human rights issues
1.

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

This bill engages the following human rights protected under
the charter act:
Right to privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her family, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Clause 21 provides that the commissioner of state revenue
may disclose information obtained in the administration and
execution of a taxation law to the registrar of titles.
In administering stamp duty and other taxes, the
commissioner of state revenue may identify fraudulent
activity relating to land titles. This clause will allow that
information to be disclosed to the registrar of titles. This will
provide an opportunity for steps to be taken to correct the
register of titles, thereby helping to protect the interests of
those affected by fraudulent activity.
To the extent that the information disclosed is personal
information the right to privacy may be relevant. This may
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include, for example, the name, address and phone number of
a victim of titles fraud or the person who allegedly carried out
the fraud. However, disclosure in these circumstances is in the
public interest and will help promote the property rights of
individuals affected by titles fraud. The registrar of titles will
be subject to the strict secondary disclosure rules in the TAA,
which will limit the further disclosure of this information.
Under these provisions it is an offence to disclose information
obtained from a tax officer unless the commissioner consents
to the disclosure and the disclosure is made for the purposes
of enforcing a law or protecting the revenue.
For these reasons the disclosure of information to the registrar
of titles is not unlawful or arbitrary and does not limit the
right to privacy in the charter act.
Right to property
Under section 20 of the charter act a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law.
Clause 5 of the bill clarifies that the principal place of
residence exemption from land tax does not apply to land
adjoining the family home where that land contains a separate
residence.
To the extent that this amendment results in land adjoining
the family home becoming subject to land tax the right to
property may be relevant. However, this provision does not in
any way deprive a person to his or her title to, ownership or
use of the property. Rather it ensures Victorians are generally
entitled to only one principal place of residence exemption as
intended and ensures that all taxpayers that own a second
residence are treated in the same way for land tax purposes.
For these reasons I consider clause 5 does not limit the right
to property under section 20 of the charter act.
Recognition and equality before the law
Section 8(3) of the charter act provides that every person is
equal before the law and is entitled to equal protection of the
law without discrimination within the meaning of the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010 on the basis of an attribute set out in
section 6 of that act.
Clause 8 will provide an exemption from land tax for
Victorians who can no longer live at home because of
deteriorating health or mobility. The exemption will allow a
person to continue to claim the principal place of residence
exemption in respect of their former home for up to six years,
provided that it is not rented out.
To the extent clause 8 may provide a land tax exemption
based on age or disability, it may represent a limitation on an
individual’s right to recognition and equality before the law.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

The right to recognition and equality before the law may be
limited by the operation of clause 8 of the bill to the extent
that it may provide a land tax exemption based on age and
disability in certain circumstances.
(a) What is the nature of the right being limited?
The prohibition on discrimination is one of the cornerstones
of human rights instruments and this is reflected in the
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preamble to the charter act. However, as with all rights
protected by the charter act, the section 8 right to equality
before the law may be subject to reasonable limitations,
pursuant to section 7 of the charter act.
(b) What is the importance of the purpose of the limitation?
This limitation is important to the extent that it provides a
person who has lost the ability to live independently with land
tax relief on their home, while they transition into care
arrangements. This represents a reduction in the financial
burden for vulnerable Victorians who may be living within
restricted means.
The limitation is consistent with section 88 of the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010, which provides that a person does not
discriminate by establishing special services, benefits or
facilities that meet the special needs of persons with a
particular attribute.
(c) What is the nature and extent of the limitation?
The land tax exemption in clause 8 provides targeted relief to
persons who have moved from their principal place of
residence to reside at a hospital or an aged-care facility or
with a carer that provides personal support due to the person’s
inability to live independently. The land tax exemption does
not extend more broadly to individuals who are absent from
their primary home for other reasons, such as work or
extended holidays.
The exemption is limited to a period of six years to assist with
the transition to new care arrangements. To maintain equity
within the land tax system, the exemption does not apply if
the property is rented out for a period of six months or more
in a tax year.
(d) What is the relationship between the limitation and its
purpose?
There is a direct relationship between the limitation and the
purpose of assisting vulnerable Victorians transition to care
arrangements by ensuring that they are still entitled to the
principal place of residence exemption in respect of their
primary home for up to six years after they move into care. It
is expected that this will reduce their financial burden and
make the transition to care easier.
(e) Are there any less restrictive means reasonably
available to achieve its purpose?
There is no less restrictive means available.
For these reasons, I consider the limitation on section 8 of the
charter act to be ‘reasonable’ in the circumstances.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act.
Kim Wells, MP
Treasurer

Second reading
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.
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The family home plays an important role for all
Victorians. It provides a sense of physical, emotional
and financial security and connects families to their
communities. In recognition of these important benefits
a person’s principal place of residence is exempt from
land tax.
This bill will make a series of amendments to the
principal place of residence exemption in the Land Tax
Act 2005 (Land Tax Act). These amendments will
provide for the more equitable application of exemption
and ensure that it continues to deliver benefits in the
manner intended.
This bill will amend the exemption for land which is
contiguous to the family home to clarify that it does not
apply to contiguous land which contains a separate
residence. This bill will also amend the Land Tax Act
to allow the principal place of residence exemption to
be apportioned where a landowner rents out a separate
residence on the same land as the family home. These
changes will ensure that the land tax consequences are
the same for all landowners regardless of where that
residence is located.
This bill will also make a number of minor technical
amendments to ensure that the exemption continues to
operate as intended, including clarifying that only
beneficiaries with a current interest in land held under
trust receive the benefit of the principal place of
residence exemption. These amendments are important
because they make the application of the exemption
clearer and will provide greater certainty to taxpayers
about how the exemption applies in their
circumstances.
Significantly, this bill provides a new land tax
exemption. This exemption will apply for Victorians
who can no longer live independently because of
deteriorating health or mobility. Under this exemption a
person can continue to claim the principal place of
residence exemption for up to six years after they leave
the family home to go into permanent care. This
exemption will apply provided the home is not rented
out. This exemption will assist these Victorians
transition to their new living arrangements and
demonstrates this government’s commitment to
addressing cost of living pressures for Victorians.
Earlier this year the government announced a review of
provisions which allowed the commissioner of state
revenue (commissioner) to recover unpaid land tax
from tenants. This bill gives effect to the outcomes of
this review by limiting the amount of unpaid land tax
that can be recovered. Under these changes the
commissioner will only be entitled to recover the
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amount of rent that is due to the landlord, and ensures
this payment discharges the tenant’s legal obligation to
pay rent. This will provide a fairer outcome for tenants
in Victoria going forward.
The integrity of Victoria’s tax system relies on effective
and sustainable tax administration. This government
has an ongoing commitment to maintaining best
practice tax administration and ensuring that the
commissioner is well positioned to meet the needs of
both the government and community as we move into
the future.
In line with this commitment this bill amends the
Taxation Administration Act 1997 (TAA) to address a
number of practical issues that have arisen in the
administration of the objection provisions. Under the
TAA a taxpayer that is dissatisfied with a tax
assessment has the right to seek a review of the
assessment by the commissioner of state revenue. This
is a critical first step before the taxpayer can seek
review of a tax assessment by the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Appeals Tribunal or appeal against a tax
assessment to the Supreme Court of Victoria.
The TAA allows the commissioner of state revenue to
suspend consideration of an objection where a person
fails to respond to a written request for further
information relevant to resolving the objection. This bill
amends the TAA to clarify that suspension may take
effect from the time the written request for information
is served, rather than when a person has failed to
comply with a request for information. These
amendments will also provide that the commissioner
can suspend the determination of an objection where he
is required to seek independent valuation advice from
the valuer-general in order to resolve an objection. This
amendment will help to ensure that the commissioner
has all the information he needs to make a decision on
an objection, before a taxpayer’s rights to external
review and appeal are triggered.
The provisions relating to objections to valuations will
also be updated to make them fairer for all taxpayers.
Under the current provisions the commissioner is
required to obtain an independent valuation from the
valuer-general where a taxpayer objects to a valuation
used for the purposes of assessing tax. Where that
valuation is at least 15 per cent more than the value
provided by the taxpayer in support of their objection,
the taxpayer is required to pay the cost of that valuation.
This bill makes the requirement for the commissioner
to obtain a valuation from the valuer-general optional
going forward. This will allow the commissioner to
resolve an objection based on any reasonable valuation
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put forward by the taxpayer, therefore reducing the time
and cost of resolving objections. These amendments
will also close a loophole that arises because a taxpayer
is only required to pay for a valuation if the
independent valuation sought by the commissioner is at
least 15 per cent more than the value provided by the
taxpayer. As a result, taxpayers can avoid paying the
cost of a valuation by failing to provide an alternative
valuation in support of an objection. This amendment
addresses the unintended advantage available to
taxpayers who fail to provide evidence of value in a tax
dispute.
This bill amends the TAA to permit the disclosure of
information to the registrar of titles. This will enhance
opportunities for Land Victoria to take steps to remedy
the impacts of land titles fraud that is identified by the
SRO, and will help better protect the interests of
Victorian landowners.
The government resolved to implement a modest
increase in light vehicle registration fees in order to
fund the development of a new registration and
licensing system. As a result, the base light vehicle
registration fee was increased by $35 from 15.68 fee
units ($191.60) to 18.54 fee units ($226.60) on 1 April
2012.
The base light vehicle registration fee is currently
imposed by regulations under the Road Safety Act
1986. Implementation of the original increase occurred
by means of interim regulations under the Road Safety
Act 1986.
In this bill, the government is continuing the
$35 increase and also taking the opportunity to transfer
the fee to the Road Safety Act 1986.
In May 2010, the Corporations Act 2001 of the
commonwealth (the Corporations Act) was amended to
implement a Council of Australian Governments
(COAG) reform of trustee companies’ ‘traditional trust
services’, with ASIC taking over responsibility for
prudential supervision of trustee companies from the
states and territories.
These amendments provided for a ‘compulsory transfer
determination’ to be issued by ASIC, requiring one
trustee company to transfer trust assets and liabilities to
another after ASIC has cancelled the transferring
company’s licence.
The amendments also required there to be explicit
complementary legislation in the states and territories.
In May 2010, this Parliament amended the Trustee
Companies Act 1984 to insert provisions satisfying this
requirement.
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In 2011, the commonwealth Parliament made further
amendments to provide that compulsory transfer
determinations can also be made to transfer trust assets
and liabilities to a state public trustee. In Victoria, the
role of public trustee is undertaken by the state-owned
company State Trustees Ltd.

Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:

These 2011 commonwealth amendments also provided
for ASIC to issue determinations approving voluntary
transfers of trust assets and liabilities between licensed
trustee companies, but not public trustees.

In my opinion, the Retirement Villages Amendment
(Information Disclosure) Bill 2012, as introduced to the
Legislative Assembly, is compatible with the human rights
protected by the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.

These voluntary transfer provisions are primarily
intended to allow for a cost-effective process for
corporate trustee company groups with multiple
subsidiaries in various states and territories to
consolidate their trust business into one ASIC-licensed
entity, but are not limited to this purpose.

Overview of bill

The proposed amendments to the Trustee Companies
Act included in this bill will complement the 2011
amendments to the Corporations Act by providing the
necessary explicit references to the Corporations Act
provisions. At present, voluntary transfers can be made
under commonwealth transitional provisions, but these
will expire on 31 December 2012, frustrating the
intentions of the national scheme with respect to
Victorian-registered trustee companies unless the
proposed amendments are implemented by then.
These proposed amendments cover compulsory
transfers to State Trustees Ltd and voluntary transfers
between licensed trustee companies and will
automatically extend to these transfers the provisions
inserted in 2010 that relate to matters such as
exemption from state tax and ‘successor in law’ status.
The bill also amends the State Trustees (State Owned
Company) Act 1994 to enable State Trustees to accept
compulsory transfers of assets and liabilities under
ASIC determinations, while continuing to exclude State
Trustees from other aspects of ASIC regulation. I
commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DONNELLAN
(Narre Warren North).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 7 November.

RETIREMENT VILLAGES AMENDMENT
(INFORMATION DISCLOSURE) BILL 2012
Statement of compatibility
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Consumer Affairs)
tabled following statement in accordance with

In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Retirement
Villages Amendment (Information Disclosure) Bill 2012.

In its 2010 plan for consumer affairs, one of the government’s
retirement village commitments is to promote a better
understanding of retirement village residents’ rights and
obligations both prior to entry to a village and also while a
resident.
The amendments in the bill to the Retirement Villages Act
1986 will enable the government to make regulations
implementing that part of the commitment pertaining to the
provision of a fact sheet of village information to prospective
retirement village residents and inspection of relevant
documents held by the village operator, at the stage where
prospective residents are investigating and comparing
villages, and before they sign a contract to enter a village.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Presumption of innocence (section 25(1))
Clause 4 of the bill, which inserts new sections 18A and 18B
into the Retirement Villages Act 1986, and clause 5, which
amends section 19, are relevant to the presumption of
innocence under section 25(1) of the charter act. The new
provisions require the owner or manager of a retirement
village to provide a fact sheet to a prospective resident or
make available for inspection other documents when
requested to do so by the prospective resident. The provisions
create offences or, in the case of new section 19(2)(ca), widen
an existing offence if the owner or manager fails to comply
with the requirement.
New sections 18A(6), 18B(4) and 19(3) provide that the
owner or manager of a retirement village is not required to
provide a fact sheet or make a document available for
inspection to a prospective resident if the fact sheet or
document has previously been provided to, or inspected by,
the prospective resident and the information has not
materially changed in the meantime.
These provisions create an exception to the offence provisions
and, as such, place an evidential burden on an accused person
who wishes to rely on them (see section 72 of the Criminal
Procedure Act 2009). Accordingly, they engage the
presumption of innocence under section 25(1) of the charter.
However, this is unlikely to amount to a limitation on the
presumption of innocence because:
it would be anticipated that a request for a fact sheet or
to inspect documents would only be refused if the owner
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or manager has clear records indicating that the fact
sheet has already been provided to, or the documents
already inspected by, the prospective resident;
in the case of the fact sheet, discharging the burden of
proof will be straightforward for the owner or manager,
as the fact sheet will incorporate a provision for the
owner or manager to record when and to whom it was
provided;
the burden relates to facts which are readily provable by
an owner or manager as the relevant matters are within
their own knowledge or to which they have ready
access; and
the offence arises in a regulatory context, where
retirement village owners and managers are subject to a
range of record-keeping requirements under the
Retirement Villages Act 1986 and regulations
thereunder.

Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act
because it does not limit any human right protected by the
charter act.
Hon. Michael O’Brien, MP
Minister for Consumer Affairs

Second reading
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Consumer Affairs) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The bill will amend the Retirement Villages Act 1986
to require retirement village operators to provide a
prescribed fact sheet and inspection of prescribed
documents held by them to retirees inquiring about
their village and to prospective residents about to sign a
contract to enter their retirement village.
The bill further delivers on the government’s retirement
village commitments, set out in its 2010 plan for
consumer affairs, which are aimed at assisting senior
Victorians and their families to better understand what
is involved in retirement village living, to better
compare retirement villages before choosing one and to
better understand their rights and obligations; and at
reducing disputes in retirement villages.
The first of those commitments, of which the bill is a
component, is to actively promote better understanding
of retirement village residents’ rights and obligations
both prior to entry and also while a resident.
The other components of the first commitment will be
implemented through new regulations made under
existing powers in the act. First will be the
enhancement of the current disclosure statement
required to be provided to prospective residents to
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include critical information about the entry costs,
ongoing costs and departure costs that the prospective
resident will incur.
Second will be the standardisation of the structure of
retirement village contracts, which will better enable
prospective residents to compare contracts and actual
residents to locate their rights and responsibilities.
Third will be the prescription of a basic set of
mandatory rights and responsibilities of residents and of
owners and managers.
The second of the government’s commitments is to
improve the effectiveness of the retirement village
internal dispute resolution guidelines published by
Consumer Affairs Victoria. This commitment has been
implemented through the revision, improvement and
republication by Consumer Affairs Victoria of the
guidelines earlier this year.
The third commitment is to work with peak bodies
representing retirement village owners and residents to
develop protocols to encourage a more consistent
approach to dealing with contentious issues across
Victoria’s retirement villages, including marketing
procedures on the vacation of a resident from a
retirement village and the charging of fees following
vacation.
This commitment has also been implemented. In 2011,
Consumer Affairs Victoria conducted a number of
round tables with the Retirement Village Association,
Stockland, Aged and Community Care Victoria,
Residents of Retirement Villages Victoria, Council on
the Ageing and Housing for the Aged Action Group to
discuss protocols for owners and managers to assist
them to better deal with a range of contentious issues
that can arise in retirement villages.
In addition to the two issues identified in the
government’s commitment, the round tables identified
and developed protocols on changes to services
provided to residents, increases in service charges, the
maintenance process, what is covered by the service
and capital charges, presentation of the annual financial
statement, and refurbishment of units.
These protocols were collected in a publication
produced by Consumer Affairs Victoria earlier this year
entitled Retirement Villages — Good Practice to
Address Key Issues. In May this year, I launched that
publication, along with the new dispute resolution
guidelines, at the Renaissance Living retirement village
in Surrey Hills. Consumer Affairs Victoria followed
with a statewide education campaign for village
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owners, managers and residents to embed the
guidelines and protocols.
The government’s commitments underline its
recognition both of the importance of the retirement
village sector of the Victorian housing industry and the
importance of the decision of a retiree to enter a
retirement village.
About 30 000 Victorians live in some 400 retirement
villages across the state. The number of retirees living
in retirement villages will increase significantly with
the ageing of the population. About half of Victorian
retirement villages are owned by commercial operators
and the other half by not-for-profit entities but, due to
the typically larger size of commercial villages, about
70 per cent of Victorian retirement village units are in
commercial villages.
For individual retirees, the decision to sell their house
and enter a retirement village is one of the major
decisions in their lives and one that is, financially, very
difficult to undo, particularly in a commercial village.
To ensure that they make the right decision, retirees
need assistance, first, in understanding what is generally
involved in retirement village living; second, in
understanding and comparing the offers and contracts
of the retirement villages they inspect; and, third, in
understanding the financial commitment involved in a
decision to sign a contract to enter a retirement village.
Once in a retirement village, owners, managers and
residents need assistance in dealing with the disputes
and issues that sometimes arise in order to reduce the
tensions, conflicts and misunderstandings that can have
severe effects on the day-to-day life of residents. This is
where the new dispute resolution guidelines and the
protocols fit in.
For assistance at the first stage of the process of
entering a retirement village, Consumer Affairs
Victoria publishes information and conducts seminars
on what is involved in retirement village living
generally and is in the process of updating its main
publication, ‘Guide to choosing and living in a
retirement village’.
However, for the other stages, the information
disclosure that the act currently requires village owners
or managers to make to prospective residents is
minimal and is only required to be made at the last
stage, when a retiree is about to sign a contract to enter
a retirement village. At that stage, prospective residents
may be too financially or emotionally committed to the
village they have chosen to be able to make effective
comparisons.
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Resident and consumer groups have long complained
of the inadequacy of the existing disclosure
requirements under the act; and have insisted on the
need, firstly, to ensure that any enhanced disclosure
regime does not result in retirees and prospective
residents being overwhelmed with information and,
secondly, to separate any enhanced disclosure regime
between the information that is relevant at the stage
when retirees are investigating and comparing villages,
and that which is relevant at the stage when prospective
residents are considering signing a contract.
At the earlier stage, retirees need accessible and
comprehensible information to enable them to choose a
retirement village that suits their needs and lifestyle.
After they have selected their preferred village and are
considering signing a contract, they need accessible and
comprehensible information to enable them to
understand the nature and extent of the actual financial
commitment they are about to undertake.
The bill addresses these concerns and provides for the
implementation of an important component of the
government’s commitment in relation to the second
stage of the process of choosing a retirement village.
This component is the provision, through the proposed
fact sheet and document inspection, of targeted
information to retirees who are investigating and
comparing villages, before they are considering signing
a contract to enter a village.
Further, the bill will ensure that if the fact sheet and
document inspection are not provided at that earlier
stage, they are provided with the other documents and
information required to be provided to prospective
residents who are considering signing a contract to
enter a retirement village.
The information proposed for the fact sheet includes
such matters as the number and size of units in the
retirement village, any proposals for further
development of the village, the services and facilities
available to residents, the range of entry, ongoing and
departure costs, and the financial status of the village.
The documents proposed to be made available for
inspection include the village site plan, construction
plans, planning permissions, financial statements and
blank forms of the contracts that will need to be signed.
The fact sheet and document inspection must be
provided when a retiree requests it and, whether
requested or not, before a prospective resident signs a
contract to enter a village, unless the fact sheet or
document inspection has previously been provided and
the information has not materially changed.
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The fact sheet must also be included in any village
marketing material given to a retiree unless the fact
sheet has previously been provided and the information
has not materially changed.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT
(OPERATOR ONUS) BILL 2012

In separating information disclosure into two stages and
in ensuring that the fact sheet and the enhanced
pre-contract disclosure statement contain only critical
information, the government is responding to the
concerns expressed by resident and consumer groups,
and also minimising the cost to village operators.

Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:

In providing for the obligation to provide a fact sheet at
the stage when retirees are investigating and comparing
retirement villages to be activated, in the first instance,
by a request from a retiree, the bill makes it clear when
the obligation is triggered and ensures that information
is provided to those who genuinely want it.
The supplementary requirements for a fact sheet to be
included in any village marketing material given to a
retiree and for the fact sheet and document inspection to
be provided before a prospective resident signs a
contract to enter a retirement village ensure that all
those who need the information get it before they enter
their village.
The bill provides for the information contained in the
fact sheet and disclosure statement to be prescribed but
for the forms of the documents to be as approved by the
director of Consumer Affairs Victoria. This will better
ensure that the documents will achieve their aims and
that necessary changes can be made expeditiously.
Finally, the bill clarifies section 26(2)(b)(i) of the act,
which provides that if a residence contract contains a
condition that must be fulfilled before a non-owner
resident’s departure entitlement is refunded, it is
deemed to be void, subject to certain exceptions. One of
the exceptions is if the condition only entitles the
resident to recover the amount if payment is made by
another person that is the equivalent of the amount
owed to the resident. However, that requirement is too
restrictive and the bill amends section 26(2)(b)(i) to
provide that the payment be at least the equivalent of
the amount owed to the resident.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DONNELLAN
(Narre Warren North).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 7 November
2012.

Statement of compatibility

In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Road Safety
Amendment (Operator Onus) Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Road Safety Amendment (Operator Onus)
Bill 2012, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with the human rights protected by the charter act.
I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The operator onus system is used for enforcing offences
where the identity of the offender is not known, such as road
safety camera offences. The operator onus system applies to
offences involving motor vehicles and trailers.
The operator onus system is based on the principle that if the
identity of the driver or person in charge of the vehicle is not
established at the time the offence is detected, the person last
known to have possession or control of the vehicle should
generally be liable for the offence. The person last known to
have possession or control of the vehicle can avoid liability if
they can establish that they were not responsible for the
vehicle at the time of the offence and provide information
sufficient to identify and locate the responsible person.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the provisions of the Road
Safety Act 1986 in relation to the operator onus system —
(a) to provide that higher penalties may be imposed on a
corporation in relation to an operator onus offence;
(b) to apply an additional penalty on a corporation that
repeatedly fails to nominate the person involved in an
operator onus offence that involves a vehicle for which
the corporation is responsible;
(c) to provide that an unknown user statement will, in most
cases, not be an effective statement if it is based on a
failure to keep proper records of who had possession or
control of the relevant vehicle;
(d) to increase the penalty in relation to the offence of
exceeding the speed limit by 35 kilometres per hour or
more in a heavy vehicle in circumstances where a
corporation is liable for that offence under the operator
onus system (increases to the penalty for other speeding
offences and red light and level crossing offences, where
a corporation is liable for the offence, will be made
through appropriate amendments to the Road Safety
Road Rules 2009 and the Road Safety (General)
Regulations 2009);
(e) to increase the penalty for the offence of providing false
or misleading information in a statement under the
operator onus system and to provide the court with
discretion to impose sanctions including the cancellation
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of driver licences and permits and disqualification of the
offender from obtaining a Victorian licence or permit
and from driving in Victoria for a specified period;

Section 25(1) — Right to be presumed innocent

to increase the time limit for commencing prosecutions
for the offence of providing false or misleading
information in a statement under the operator onus
system from 12 months to 24 months;

(a) that an unknown user statement cannot be made in
relation to an offence involving a taxicab;

(g) to prevent the making of an unknown user statement
where the relevant offence involved a taxicab;
(h) to prevent taxicab drivers from renominating other
persons for operator onus offences where the
renomination would be inconsistent with the detailed
driver records kept by the operator of the taxicab; and
(i)

to otherwise improve the efficiency and effectiveness of
the operator onus system.

Human rights issues
The following analysis addresses human rights issues that
arise in relation to natural persons. Impacts on corporations
have not been addressed since the charter act does not apply
to those entities.
Section 12 — Freedom of movement
The bill provides that persons who provide false or
misleading information in a statement under the operator onus
system may be subject to sanctions including the cancellation
of driver licences and permits and disqualification from
obtaining a Victorian licence or permit and from driving in
Victoria for a specified period.
The imposition of these sanctions engages the right to
freedom of movement under section 12 of the charter act
because they prevent a person driving a vehicle for a specified
period.
However, the right is not limited, as any individual who is
subject to these sanctions will continue to be free to use other
forms of transportation (aside from driving a motor vehicle),
including travelling as a passenger in a vehicle driven by
another person, in order to move freely within Victoria.
Section 13(a) — Privacy
The bill provides that a nomination statement given in relation
to an operator onus offence involving a taxicab that
nominates a person who is accredited under the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 to drive a taxicab
must include the driver accreditation certificate number of the
person. Given that the certificate number is a unique
identifying number relating to the nominated person, this
engages the right to privacy under section 13(a) of the charter
act.
However, the right is not limited because the requirement to
provide the driver accreditation certificate number is
authorised by law. Furthermore, the collection of the
information is not done in an arbitrary fashion. The driver
accreditation certificate number is only required where the
nominated person is alleged to have committed an offence to
which the operator onus system applies.
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The bill provides —

(b) that a taxicab driver cannot make a known user
statement nominating another person in relation to an
operator onus offence involving a taxicab, if that
nomination would be inconsistent with the records kept
by the taxicab operator in relation to who was driving
the taxicab at the relevant time;
(c) that in those cases where the making of an unknown
user statement is still permitted, an unknown user
statement will not be an effective statement if the reason
for not knowing who had possession or control of the
vehicle at the relevant time was based on a failure to
keep proper records; and
(d) for the restatement of the purpose of the operator onus
system as set out in section 84BA of the Road Safety
Act 1986.
The restrictions on the use of unknown user statements and
known user statements engage a person’s right to be
presumed innocent under section 25(1) of the charter act. This
is because these restrictions would, at first glance, appear to
increase the risk that an accused will be found guilty of an
operator onus offence despite reasonable doubt as to whether
he or she was the correct person that should be held
responsible for the alleged offence.
Also, the restatement of the purpose of the operator onus
system restates the existing limits on a person’s right to be
presumed innocent because that system, as a whole, limits the
right of a person to be presumed innocent. That limitation
arises because the operator onus system provides that a
person is liable for an operator onus offence involving a
vehicle for which that person is responsible, unless the person
can establish that another person should be held responsible
for that offence.
The current operator onus system as a whole does limit the
right to be presumed innocent. However, this bill, which
makes amendments to the system, does not limit that right for
the following reasons.
The restriction on the use of unknown user statements in
relation to offences involving taxicabs is consistent with
regulation 7 of the Transport (Taxi-cab Industry
Accreditation) Regulations 2007 which requires the operator
of a taxicab to keep detailed records as to who was driving a
taxicab at any given time. If this existing requirement is
complied with, there would be no circumstance where an
unknown user statement could validly be submitted under the
current legislation. Therefore, the removal of the ability to
make an unknown user statement has no practical effect on
any taxicab operator beyond what is currently required by the
regulations.
Similarly, the restriction on the use of known user statements
by taxicab drivers (in those circumstances where the use of a
known user statement would be inconsistent with the records
kept by the taxicab operator) reinforces the current record
keeping requirements under the Transport (Taxi-cab Industry
Accreditation) Regulations 2007. In the event that there was
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some dispute between the driver and the taxicab operator as to
who was driving at the relevant time, the person nominated as
the driver of the taxicab could continue to make a nomination
rejection statement (rather than a known user statement).
Victoria Police would then investigate further as to who
should be held responsible for the alleged offence. Given that
the right of a person nominated as the driver of a taxicab to
make a nomination rejection statement is being preserved, the
taxicab driver’s ability to avoid liability for the alleged
offence is also maintained.
The restriction on the use of unknown user statements, where
a statement will not be effective if the reason given for not
knowing who was in possession or control of the vehicle at
the relevant time was a failure to keep proper records,
reinforces the duty of an operator of a vehicle to keep a record
of who has possession or control of the vehicle. If an operator
of a vehicle keeps proper records, then there would be no case
where they would need to make an unknown user statement.
Therefore, the right to be presumed innocent is not limited.
The restatement of the purpose of the operator onus system
does not limit the right to be presumed innocent because the
new purpose provision does not, in any significant respect,
differ from the provision it replaces. It merely expresses in
clearer terms, the purpose of the operator onus system and
that purpose is essentially unchanged.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006. Provisions of
the bill engage with, but do not limit, rights conferred by
sections 12, 13(a) and 25(1) of the charter act.
Terry Mulder, MP
Minister for Roads

Second reading
Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The bill improves the effectiveness and efficiency of
the operator onus system and implements a government
commitment to close the loophole concerning
corporations failing to nominate drivers who commit
operator onus offences.
The operator onus system is used for enforcing offences
where the identity of the offender is not known, such as
road safety camera offences. The operator onus system
applies to offences involving motor vehicles and
trailers.
The operator onus system is based on the principle that
if the identity of the driver or person in charge of the
vehicle is not established at the time the offence is
detected, the person last known to have possession or
control of the vehicle should generally be liable for the
offence. The person last known to have possession or
control of the vehicle can avoid liability if they can
establish that they were not responsible for the vehicle
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at the time of the offence and provide information
sufficient to identify and locate the responsible person.
The key issue that the bill addresses is the failure by
some corporations to nominate a driver as responsible
for an operator onus offence. If a corporation does not
nominate the driver then that driver can avoid demerit
points and other licence sanctions, such as suspension,
or cancellation and disqualification from obtaining a
licence.
The bill addresses this issue by improving the
nomination process as it applies to corporations. It does
this by providing that higher penalties may be imposed
on a corporation for an operator onus offence, either at
court or via an infringement notice.
A corporation will be able to avoid the higher penalty
by making an effective nomination after receiving an
infringement notice for an offence. For example, if the
corporation nominates an individual in an effective
known user statement, that individual will be sent an
infringement notice for a lower penalty, and the
infringement notice for the higher penalty, originally
sent to the corporation, will be withdrawn.
The bill creates a new offence of failure to give an
effective statement. The purpose of this new offence is
to encourage corporations to identify the drivers of
vehicles involved in offences that carry demerit points,
to enable the demerit points for those offences to be
recorded against the driver licence or learner permit of
the person who actually committed the offence. The
maximum penalty for this offence will be 120 penalty
units. A corporation may face prosecution for this
offence if it fails to give an effective statement in
relation to three or more relevant infringement notices
served on the corporation within a 12-month period.
The bill increases the penalty for the offence of
providing false or misleading information in a
statement under the operator onus system and provides
the court with discretion to impose sanctions including
the cancellation of driver licences and learner permits
and disqualification of the offender from obtaining a
Victorian licence or permit and from driving in Victoria
for a period of up to 24 months.
The bill also increases the time limit for commencing
prosecutions for the offence of providing false or
misleading information in a statement under the
operator onus system from 12 months to 24 months.
The additional time provided to commence proceedings
is necessary to allow sufficient time for false and
misleading statements to be detected. False and
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misleading statements are often identified after a series
of statements have been made.

EDUCATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (GOVERNANCE) BILL 2012

The bill addresses a disparity between the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 and
regulations under that act, and the Road Safety Act
1986 concerning taxicab operators and drivers. The
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983
and regulations under that act require taxicab operators
to keep a record of who is driving their taxis at all
times, whereas the operator onus system, in its current
form, allows taxicab operators to submit unknown user
statements and taxicab drivers to renominate other
drivers for operator onus offences.

Statement of compatibility

The bill addresses this disparity by preventing the
making of an unknown user statement where the
relevant offence involves a taxicab. The bill also
prevents taxicab drivers from renominating other
persons for operator-onus offences where the
renomination would be inconsistent with the detailed
driver records kept by the operator of the taxicab.
The final key issue that the bill addresses is that some
individuals and corporations are submitting unknown
user statements in response to operator-onus offences in
circumstances where it is reasonable for the individual
or corporation to know who had possession or control
of the vehicle. The bill addresses this issue by placing a
limit on the acceptable content of ‘unknown user
statements’. A failure to keep records of who had
possession or control of a vehicle at the time of the
offence will not be an acceptable reason for failing to
nominate the responsible person unless exceptional
circumstances apply.
To conclude, the measures in the bill will help ensure
that the operator-onus system functions efficiently and
effectively. In particular, the bill will limit opportunities
for road users to avoid demerit points and other licence
sanctions. This will help to ensure that unsafe drivers
are removed from our roads and will therefore
contribute to safer roads for all Victorians.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DONNELLAN
(Narre Warren North).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 7 November.

Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Education
Legislation Amendment (Governance) Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Education Legislation Amendment
(Governance) Bill 2012 (the bill), as introduced to the
Legislative Assembly, is compatible with the human rights
protected by the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The primary purposes of the bill are —
(1) to amend the Education and Training Reform Act 2006
(ETRA):
(a) to abolish the Victorian Skills Commission and the
provisions enabling the creation or declaration of
industry training boards; and
(b) to change the governance arrangements for TAFE
institutes and adult education institutions,
providing for —
the establishment of new governing boards
appointed solely on the basis of relevant skills
and experience, with the board no longer
including elected or co-opted directors, and
the chief executive officer being ineligible for
appointment, and
the establishment of the institutions as
incorporated entities (instead of their boards
as at present); and
(c) to transfer, with modifications, the power to
manage and disburse training funding to the
Secretary to the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development from the Victorian
Skills Commission to the secretary; and
(d) to enable VET funding contracts to be entered into
with contractors that provide
government-subsidised training, and to enable
those contracts to include certain terms that may
not otherwise be enforceable at common law; and
(e) to allow for information held about contractors that
provide government-subsidised training places to
be exchanged between commonwealth and state
education regulators and education agencies.
(2) to amend the governance arrangements of the eight
university acts to provide:

EDUCATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (GOVERNANCE) BILL 2012
4730

ASSEMBLY
(a) that there must not be fewer government-appointed
members than council-appointed members (instead
of the current rule that they must be the same in
number),
(b) that there will no longer be elected council member
positions, although staff and students will remain
eligible for appointment,
(c) greater flexibility in governance arrangements,
with the size of the council being able to be varied
by order in council at the request of two-thirds of a
university’s council, subject to parliamentary
disallowance.

Human rights protected by the charter act that are
relevant to the bill
The bill potentially engages the following human rights
protected by the charter act:
Section 13: privacy and reputation
This charter act right is engaged by clause 10 of the bill,
which inserts a new section 3.1.7 into the ETRA, and which
provides a statutory right of entry where a VET funding
contract expressly authorises a person, who the secretary of
the department has authorised, to enter and inspect a premises
in order to monitor compliance with a VET funding contract.
The proposed new provision however does not apply
universally. It applies only to those entities which have
entered into a funding contract with the state for the provision
of VET. Additionally, it is only relevant (for charter act
purposes) in respect of contractors providing VET that are
individuals, not corporations (as the charter act only applies to
individuals).
For those entities which fall into both of the above categories,
the section 13 right is not limited. The right to enter the
premises has to be agreed to by the training provider through
their acceptance of the contract with the state and the receipt
of funding that flows from that contract. The bill ensures the
lawfulness of the entry authorised by contract. The entry will
not be arbitrary because the bill provides that the entry can
only take place during the times agreed to in the VET funding
contract, and because it would only occur if the contractor had
given prior agreement to the right of entry in a VET funding
contract.
Section 18: right to participate in public life
This charter act right is engaged by two clauses in the bill.
The first is clause 20, which inserts new section 3.1.16(3) into
ETRA, and which provides that neither a member of
Parliament (MP) nor the chief executive officer (CEO) of a
TAFE institute can be appointed to be a director of such a
board.
The second is clause 29, which inserts a new section 3.3.33(3)
into ETRA and makes similar provision in relation to adult
education institutions.
In the case of MPs, these provisions exist in the ETRA as it
currently stands, and are simply being re-enacted through this
bill. In the case of CEOs of TAFE institutes or of adult
education institutions, the rationale for these provisions is to
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limit the potential for any role conflict between board director
responsibility and CEO responsibility.
Whilst the charter act right to participate in public life is
engaged, it is not limited. The provisions do not preclude
these persons completely from being members of boards and
thereby participating in public life additional to their existing
public responsibilities. Rather it precludes them from holding
two positions simultaneously that may be potentially
incompatible. Any individual affected by the new provisions
can make a choice as to the capacity in which they wish to
participate in public life by choosing one position over
another.
This right is also engaged but not limited by the proposed
reconstitution of the boards of the TAFE institutes and adult
education institutions by clauses 17, 26 and 33 (new
sections 6.1.32 and 6.1.33) of the bill, which will result in the
current board directors going out of office when new orders in
council are made reconstituting those boards. This does not
limit the right of any qualified individuals to participate as
board directors under the new arrangements.
The right is also engaged by the provisions that abolish the
existing elected staff and student positions on the boards of
adult education institutions and TAFE institutes and
university councils. While these positions continue to exist,
staff and students remain eligible for appointment to these
boards and councils if they hold the necessary qualifications.
As it does not make them ineligible to participate, it does not
limit their rights in this respect.
Section 24: fair hearing
This charter act right is engaged by four clauses of the bill.
However, in each case, and as detailed further below, the right
to a fair hearing is not limited because the decision-making
powers involved are of a standard nature and do not confer
extraordinary powers on the decision-maker.
This charter act right is engaged but not limited by clauses 21,
22, 30 and 31 of the bill, which amend sections 3.1.18, 3.1.19,
3.3.34 and 3.3.35 of ETRA respectively.
Clauses 21 and 30 of the bill give the Governor in Council the
discretionary power to remove the chairperson or directors of
the board of a TAFE institute or the governing board of an
adult education institution (AEI) from office at any time.
This is an existing power in relation to those directors of these
boards that are appointed by the Governor in Council or the
minister. It is in any case the default situation under the
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984, section 41(1)(b), that
the power to appoint a person to a position includes the power
to remove an appointee.
Certain existing provisions are being removed that prescribe a
removal process on the grounds of proven misbehaviour.
However, these existing provisions relate only to directors
who are not appointed by the Governor in Council or the
minister. These provisions have become redundant because,
under the restructure of the boards by this bill, all director
positions will be Governor in Council or ministerial
appointments.
Thus, in short, the existing removal process is not
substantively changed by this bill. The current situation is that
government-appointed directors may be removed by the
Governor in Council at any time. What has changed, in effect,
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is that all directors will become government appointed, and
thus subject to this rule.
Further, any decision made to remove a chairperson or
director would, as a matter of practice, be subject to normal
rights of review — in this case either by the Supreme Court
on a point of law.
Clauses 22 and 31 of the bill enable amend sections 3.1.19
and 3.3.35 of ETRA respectively. These sections deal with
the minister’s reserve powers in relation to the governance of
TAFE institutes and adult education institutions respectively.
Currently, those sections enable the Governor in Council,
among other things, to dismiss all the directors of the board of
a TAFE institute or an adult education institution and appoint
new directors. A process is prescribed by the act already for
the exercise of this power, and this process includes the
grounds of removal and the natural justice procedures that
must be followed.
The effect of the amendments is only that, following removal
by the existing process, new directors would be appointed in
accordance with the normal appointment procedures for
directors, instead of by the Governor in Council. Thus, the
amendment does not alter the existing process for removal
itself, or the existing procedural safeguards. The amendment
only affects how new appointments would be made following
the removal of a board.
Conclusion
I consider that the Education Legislation Amendment
(Governance) Bill 2012 is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006.
The Hon. Martin Dixon, MP
Minister for Education

Second reading
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill proposes amendments to the Education and
Training Reform Act 2006 to revise governance
structures for Victoria’s post-secondary institutions
including TAFE institutes and universities. The bill
proposes to abolish the Victorian Skills Commission
and industry training boards, whose roles have become
redundant. The bill also proposes a legislative
framework for the public funding of vocational
education and training programs. This funding will be
provided through contracts between the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development and
providers of vocational education and training, whether
public or private. To this end, the bill proposes several
changes to contract law as it applies to these funding
contracts, so as to facilitate their monitoring and
enforcement.
First, in regard to TAFE institutes, the bill’s proposals
will help to ensure a governance framework that
supports a more contemporary, accountable and

4731

effective TAFE sector. The proposals aim to allow
TAFEs to compete effectively in the demand-driven
market, ensure greater accountability and enable risk to
public funds to be appropriately managed.
The bill proposes to accomplish these aims in a number
of ways. The legal structure of TAFE institutes is
proposed to be changed. Currently, TAFE institutes are
unincorporated bodies but have incorporated boards.
These boards are partly self-appointed, and also include
the institute CEOs and elected directors. This is an odd
arrangement for large, self-governing public
institutions. It dates from the time when TAFE was part
of the school system and each had a council with a
mainly advisory role.
The amendments proposed in the bill provide for TAFE
institutes to become incorporated entities, like other
major public authorities, with powers and functions to
provide education and related services to the
community. Each institute will have a board
responsible for institutional governance, but it will be
the institute rather than the board which is the
incorporated entity.
The bill inserts a new statement of objectives for TAFE
institutes. This sets as objectives the delivery of
educational services and utilisation of assets on the
state’s behalf as efficiently as possible, ensuring
sustainability in the medium to long term, acting in
accordance with prudent commercial practice, and
maximising their contribution to the economy and
community wellbeing. The objectives statement also
emphasises the importance of delivering quality
educational services, innovation and leadership, as well
as collaboration between institutes to serve the needs of
industry and the community and groups with particular
education needs.
In future, directors will be chosen solely for skills and
experience suitable for membership of the governing
body of a large public authority that is responsible for
substantial taxpayer assets and for delivering important
services to the community. All appointments will be
made by the minister on the basis of qualifications,
moving away from election or selection as
representatives of stakeholder groups. While boards
will continue to consult stakeholders, there will no
longer be directors elected by staff and students as of
right or chosen by the board itself.
Currently, the CEO of an institute is also a board
director. This is a hangover of the time when TAFE
colleges, as they were then called, formed part of the
department of education. The department employed the
college principal who was assisted by, and was a

EDUCATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (GOVERNANCE) BILL 2012
4732

ASSEMBLY

member of, the college council, which had a largely
advisory role. This model is no longer appropriate.
TAFE institutes operate as separate, self-governing
corporations with responsibility for substantial public
assets and the conduct of significant commercial
activities that deliver public value. The board is the
governing body of the institute, develops complex
educational and commercial strategies, employs all staff
and oversees the institute management. As the CEO
reports and is accountable to a board with these roles, it
is more appropriate that the CEO not be a director.
The bill requires that the orders in council which
currently establish TAFE institutes and their
governance structures be reviewed and remade. These
orders deal with governance matters such as board
membership and its objectives and powers, within the
parameters set by the act. These are often referred to as
the board constitutions. The review will lead to the
making of new constitutions for each institute and the
appointment of new boards under the new
arrangements. Until the review is completed and new
constitutions made, the existing boards remain in place.
The bill also proposes similar governance changes to
the two adult education institutions — the Centre for
Adult Education and the Adult Multicultural Education
Services — which are established in a similar way to
TAFE institutes under a separate division of the act.
The bill will also facilitate the merger of boards and
managements of TAFE institutes and adult education
institutions. Initially, it is proposed to merge the boards
of the Box Hill Institute of TAFE and of the Centre for
Adult Education. These would remain separate
educational institutions with their own industrial
agreements, staff, funding and revenue, but with a
common board and CEO. This will make it possible to
achieve synergies and efficiencies in the delivery of
educational services.
The bill also proposes greater flexibility in the
governance arrangements for Victoria’s eight
universities. As honourable members will be aware,
each university is established under its own act of
Parliament, which were re-enacted on the same pattern
in 2009 and 2010.
Currently, each university council comprises between
14 and 21 members, including official members,
government-appointed members, co-opted members
and elected members.
After discussions with university chancellors, it is now
desirable that universities should have flexibility in the
size and composition of their councils. Following
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similar reforms enacted in New South Wales in 2011,
the bill proposes to amend each university act to enable
the number of government-appointed and
council-appointed members to be increased or
decreased without the need for legislation. If a
university adopts this option, it would also be able to
alter the nexus between government-appointed and
council-appointed members. At present they must be
exactly the same number. Instead, the number of
government-appointed members may be the same as or
more than — but may not be less than — the number of
council-appointed members.
Such changes could only be made at the request of
two-thirds of a university’s council with the approval of
the Governor in Council. Any changes must be tabled
in Parliament and would be subject to disallowance.
Further, the bill proposes that there will no longer
automatically be elected members on the university
councils. Appointments will be based on holding
qualifications to perform the duties of the position of a
director of a major institution. Staff and students will
not be disqualified from appointment as council
members if they have the appropriate skills, but they
will not have guaranteed positions.
The bill also proposes the abolition of the Victorian
Skills Commission (VSC). The VSC originated as the
State Training Board in the late 1980s. It determined
training programs for TAFE institutes, regulated private
providers of vocational education and training,
allocated government training funds, oversaw the
operations and governance of TAFEs and regulated
apprenticeships. It was also the government’s principal
advisor on training policy.
Since that time, the major roles of the VSC have
transferred to other bodies or have been discontinued.
Its regulatory functions in relation to education
providers moved to the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority (VRQA) in 2007 or, more
recently, to the Australian Skills Quality Authority
(ASQA). Its regulatory role in apprenticeships recently
moved to the VRQA as a result of amendments passed
earlier this year. The VSC no longer allocates training
funds — from 1 January 2011, government training
funds are allocated by the market, according to
enrolment under the ‘demand-driven’ system. The one
remaining role the VSC has is to give advice. However,
this role can be better performed through industry
consultation. The bill therefore proposes to abolish the
VSC from 1 January 2013.
The bill also proposes to remove the legislative
machinery relating to industry training advisory boards
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(ITABs). The ITABs were established by industry to
provide advice on training to state and commonwealth
training agencies, a role for which they were given
public funding and statutory recognition by orders
made under the act. With the discontinuation of the
VSC, there is no longer a formal statutory role for
ITABs. For this reason, the recognition orders were
revoked on 1 July 2012 and the bill proposes to remove
the recognition mechanism from the act.
The VSC’s statutory powers to provide public funding
for vocational education and training are, in practice,
exercised by the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development under delegation. It is now
proposed to formalise that arrangement, by transferring
the power to allocate state funding for vocational
education and training to the secretary of the
department through VET funding contracts.
The bill also proposes a number of modifications to
contract law, as it applies to VET funding contracts, to
enable compliance with those contracts to be better
monitored and enforced by the department. This is
necessary because contract law is primarily designed
for the commercial environment, rather than for
delivery of services to the community. These
modifications are intended to ensure that expenditure of
public funds is properly monitored and so that the state
can ensure that these services are delivered to the
appropriate standard and that the contractor is
accountable for this.
To this end, the bill seeks to strengthen the
government’s powers to monitor and enforce contracts
with providers of government subsidised training,
whether public institutions or privately operated
training providers.
This is because, generally speaking, under contract law
it is not possible to include penalties for simply
breaching a contract — an actual loss must be proven.
Where an education provider fails to deliver the
contracted service or fails to deliver it to the required
standard, it is the students rather the state that would
incur the loss.
Thus, even if contracts are clearly breached, the state
may have few options for effective enforceable legal
redress, other than not renewing the contract, if it has
not incurred a direct loss. On the other hand, a student
who has incurred a loss may not be able to recover that
loss because he or she is not a party to the contract.
This creates a situation where there are few
disincentives or consequences for a provider failing to
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honour a contract, other than the risk that it would not
be renewed.
To overcome these problems, the bill proposes several
measures to enforce contracts for the delivery of
publicly funded education with enhanced powers not
available in normal commercial contracts between
businesses.
First, the bill proposes to allow VET funding contracts
to include monetary penalties if the contract is breached
or if standards are not met. This will be a strong
incentive for RTOs to honour their contractual
obligations.
Secondly, the proposed amendments will permit a court
to order a provider to carry out its contract where
monetary compensation may not be a sufficient
remedy. For example, say a provider has refused to
allow its students to complete their courses and exams
in a government-funded course because of a dispute. In
such a situation, enabling the students to complete their
courses and exams may be as important, or more
important, than a monetary penalty. This amendment
will enable a court to order the provider to allow the
students to complete their courses or sit exams.
Third, the bill proposes to enable VET funding
contracts to specify that certain contractual terms are to
operate directly for the benefit of the students. This
would give students the right to claim against the
provider if they suffer a loss as a result of breaching
such a term. The bill needs to create this right because
normally only parties to a contract can enforce it.
While these are significant extensions of normal
contractual principles, it should be kept in mind that
these VET funding contracts are not arrangements only
between commercial entities operating on purely
commercial principles. These are arrangements for the
delivery of public educational services on behalf of the
state by providers that have agreed to perform this
important public function on behalf of the state. It
should also be kept in mind that these provisions are not
of a regulatory nature that apply to all providers. They
apply only to providers that have freely agreed to
provide such services under terms arranged in advance.
The bill also proposes to enable the VRQA to take into
account a provider’s history of compliance with
government training contracts in assessing its suitability
to be registered as a training provider under Victorian
law. This will be enable it to make decisions on a
consistent basis with the commonwealth VET
regulator, the Australian Skills and Qualifications
Authority (ASQA), which already has similar powers
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in relation to providers registered under commonwealth
law.
Lastly, it is important that the state is able to share
information about compliance with VET funding
contracts with regulators and education authorities. In
particular, the bill will authorise the department to
provide such information to commonwealth, Victorian
and interstate education regulators, and will enable the
state regulator (the VRQA) to reciprocate.
As a result of the proposals in the bill, the state’s TAFE
institutes, adult education institutions and universities
will be able to continue to develop modern and
professional governance structures, drawing on the
skills of suitably qualified board members. The
proposed new contractual provisions will also
strengthen the mechanisms available to the state to
protect students from unscrupulous providers, by
ensuring that government-subsidised training is
delivered to the appropriate standards, in accordance
with funding contracts. It will give students greater
rights, and help ensure that public training funds are
expended and accounted for properly.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DONNELLAN
(Narre Warren North).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 7 November.

ROAD MANAGEMENT AMENDMENT
(PENINSULA LINK) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 October; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — It is a pleasure to
rise to address the Road Management Amendment
(Peninsula Link) Bill 2012. This road will be a
significant boon for the Mornington electorate, and I
think it is fair to say that it will be a significant boon for
the entire Mornington Peninsula. We have a very
healthy tourism industry and Peninsula Link will be a
boon for those in the south-east who access the
peninsula and people coming from Melbourne as well.
It is not just about a road; a road like this has many
other spin-offs. One of the spin-offs which perhaps has
not had much ventilation but I think is very important
is, whether we like it or not, we will have solid growth
in tourism and solid growth in terms of population. If
we are to protect the peninsula and retain the character
that is so attractive to so many people, then we need to
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make sure that we do not compromise it by doing
things like choking local roads. There will be
significant impacts in terms of traffic on local roads and
they will generally be good.
In my part of the world, traffic on the Nepean Highway
in Mornington and Mount Eliza is expected to drop
between 15 and 30 per cent; that is 3000 to
7000 vehicles per day. Traffic on the Moorooduc
Highway is expected to drop 70 per cent, so 23 000 to
26 000 vehicles a day will not be using that road.
Traffic on the Westernport Highway is expected to drop
by between 15 and 20 per cent or about 3000 vehicles a
day. That is going to provide a significant improvement
in amenity for the local community. As I said, we are
very close to Melbourne, we are a tourist area, but we
need to make sure we maintain the attractions that we
have and retain that attractiveness both now and for
future generations. This road will certainly assist that.
I have been fascinated during this debate by the
attempts of members of the opposition to rewrite
history. Those of us who have been around for a while
remember the time before the 2006 election. I
remember meeting the now Minister for Innovation,
Services and Small Business at a service station on the
Cranbourne-Frankston Road in 2006 to talk about the
Frankston bypass. The Labor Party at that time scoffed
at the Liberal Party’s proposition to build a bypass. Had
it supported that and got on board, the bypass would
have been significantly cheaper.
I am sure members recall the revelations in 2009. The
Herald Sun of 2 April 2009 states:
The state government knocked back an offer to build the
Frankston bypass for $100 million.

ConnectEast was prepared to build the bypass for the
sum of $100 million. If we look at page 148 of the
2011–12 Financial Report tabled yesterday — it was
tabled out of session last week but formally tabled
yesterday — we see a table listing Peninsula Link under
‘Minimum lease payments’ at a discounted value of
$929.3 million. Also under ‘Other commitments’ there
is a present value of $150.6 million and under ‘Total
commitments’ a nominal value in excess of $3 billion
for this road. Labor had the opportunity to get it done
for $100 million. It is now likely to cost the state and
taxpayers of Victoria $3 billion.
That was not the only problem with the plan. If
members cast their minds back to the Victorian
Auditor-General’s report of June 2011, they will recall
that the Auditor-General found at the time that the
decision-makers were not adequately informed about
Peninsula Link. Firstly, they were not really in a
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position to decide appropriately whether the project
should proceed, and secondly, there was not the
opportunity or capacity to provide any assurance that
the procurement represented value for money. If you
think back to those two figures — $100 million versus
$3 billion — that is pretty clear. There were also other
technical issues with the decision to proceed in terms of
the public sector comparator and so on, but I will not
get involved in those details.
The next point I wanted to refer to was the debacle at
Westerfield. I was very proud on 5 July 2010 with my
colleague the member for Hastings; the then candidate
for the seat of Frankston, now the member for
Frankston; and the then mayor of Frankston,
Cr Christine Richards, to stand outside Westerfield to
try to delay the approach of the bulldozers on that
property. Members will recall, particularly the member
for Tarneit, who was then Minister for Roads and Ports,
that there had already been some difficulty with the
Frankston council-owned Willow Road Reserve, also
known as Pobblebonk Reserve, some weeks earlier.
That was just a straight case of environmental
vandalism. As I said, I was pleased to stand with my
colleagues to try and do something to improve the
situation at Westerfield.
On the same day I wrote to the then Minister for Roads
and Ports and raised the issue of the freeway alignment
which was the subject of the bypass EES (environment
effects statement). I suggested that the
recommendations of the EES could be given effect by
requiring a redesign of that section of the freeway, in
particular the removal of the central median strip, the
relocation of the shared pathway and the construction
of a retaining wall on both the eastern and western sides
of the freeway. I believe that would have delivered the
true spirit of the EES.
In July 2010 I also wrote to the then Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, Mr Jennings, and
sought a response. I had a response from the minister
basically saying, ‘Not my problem’. I do not say
categorically that I did not get a response, but I did not
get a response that I can find from the Minister for
Roads and Ports, although I know that he wrote on that
subject to others. I did get a response in some detail
from the then Minister for Planning and now member
for Essendon. In fact I got two letters from the Minister
for Planning, so I can say that at least he responded.
The response was not particularly helpful and we
finished up, you would have to say, with the worst
possible outcome.
This historic property was highly valuable from an
environmental point of view, with significant remnant

4735

vegetation in the area. Although the impact on the
property could not have been entirely removed, it could
have been mitigated significantly. However, the former
government failed to take that up and there was no
attempt to minimise the damage. I guess that was
symptomatic of a pretty much tired and disinterested
government under former Premier Brumby towards the
end.
The next point I want to make very quickly relates to an
application for two service centres with 200 seats, one
on each side of Peninsula Link. While this is not in my
electorate, it is adjacent to it, and it is of significant
interest to many of my constituents. There is absolutely
no justification for the construction of this facility. We
are not driving from Melbourne to Wodonga. It is a
relatively short trip. There is certainly no requirement
on the basis of safety. There is no lack of alternative
facilities, as there are plenty of places on the peninsula
to buy petrol or get food. We need money to be spent in
the towns on the peninsula, not on the freeway. This is
also a significant intrusion into the green wedge. It will
compromise the landscape values in that section of the
peninsula, and they are very important. The initial
application was rejected by the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal, and I just want to put on
record my total opposition to any further application.
The bill makes some changes to the Accident Towing
Services Act 2007 and the Road Management Act
2004. It appoints Southern Way in place of VicRoads
as the responsible road authority to undertake
operational functions, construction, inspection,
maintenance, repair of roads and so on. It appoints
Southern Way in place of VicRoads as the coordinating
road authority for the specific purposes of keeping a
register for the road and giving power to prevent works
by third parties on, under or over the road and so on.
The bill provides for notification of proposed
installation of any non-road infrastructure on the road,
and Southern Way will be permitted to exercise some
of the powers of a state road authority, such as
managing traffic and so on.
Peninsula Link will be a terrific asset to the Mornington
Peninsula. It will be a good road, and I for one will
thoroughly enjoy the opportunity to use it. It is a shame
it has probably cost 30 times as much as it needed to
and that it has left a wave of environmental destruction
in its wake, but otherwise it is a good project.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I am pleased to rise to speak
on the Road Management Amendment (Peninsula
Link) Bill 2012. This is a pretty straightforward bill
which provides for the ongoing management of
Peninsula Link. The bill appoints Southern Way Pty
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Ltd as manager of Peninsula Link for the next 25 years.
Southern Way will be responsible for operational
matters, including management and maintenance.
I am sure that Peninsula Link will bring welcome relief
from traffic congestion not only for people travelling to
the Mornington Peninsula but also for those in the
Frankston area. Indeed it will boost tourism and
increase economic activity in the area. However,
underlining its importance is the fact that Peninsula
Link is not a project that could have been undertaken
by just this government. Not only was Peninsula Link
initiated under the previous Labor government but
construction commenced under that government.
This government is asleep at the wheel. It lacks any
vision or initiative and will continue to enjoy cutting
ribbons accordingly, as it will do in this case. The
Baillieu government is not capable of initiating
projects. This is at considerable cost to the Victorian
economy. But there is a further cost — a very serious
one — to the assets of this state that current and future
generations of Victorians should be able to rely upon,
just as Victorians on the Mornington Peninsula will
benefit from this important Labor initiative.
In part 2 of its report on the 2012–13 budget estimates
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
undertook an assessment of the depreciation of state
assets in a section titled ‘Asset investment and
depreciation’. At page 128 it defines depreciation in the
following terms:
Depreciation is a cost figure appearing in the state’s financial
statements. The amount of depreciation set aside each year is
the amount of investment that would be required to keep the
state’s assets in the same condition as they were in last year.

At page 129 PAEC makes the following comments
about the current situation in Victoria. I think this is
notable:
In 2014–15, depreciation is expected to be higher than net
direct investment. As suggested by the interim report of the
independent review of the state’s finances this means that the
service capacity of the state’s assets is not being
maintained —

It refers the reader to section 6.2 of the report. It
continues:
The Victorian Auditor‑General has identified this as
potentially concerning.
In addition, without an increase in asset investment beyond
2015–16, the level of asset investment would be likely to fall
below the level of depreciation in future years.

To put this in simple terms, this government is
presiding over — or should I say slumbering — a
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decline in real terms of state assets. This is a deeply
concerning situation and shows how urgent it is that the
Baillieu government awaken from its slumber to
undertake the next generation of important public
projects. What about the Doncaster and Rowville rail
lines? As Peninsula Link shows, the level of
commitment required from government is much more
than that involved in simply announcing a study or the
turning of the sod.
There are two other matters which I wish to briefly
comment on concerning Peninsula Link. Firstly, as the
Minister for Roads said in his second-reading speech,
this new freeway is 27 kilometres in length, running
between EastLink and the Mornington Peninsula
Freeway at Mount Martha. The other end of the
Mornington Peninsula Freeway feeds into Springvale
Road in my electorate. The government will need to be
vigilant in ensuring that this does not impact on traffic
congestion in the Springvale and Clayton areas.
Secondly, this bill is obviously very important in terms
of the commissioning of Peninsula Link, yet I cannot
find any reference in the minister’s speech as to just
when the commissioning will occur.
I do not know whether it was an oversight, but I would
have thought the minister would have welcomed the
opportunity to rebut the Herald Sun article of
12 September with the headline ‘Peninsula Link driven
to delay over cost problems’. According to this article
there could be delays in the opening. It states:
But Larissa Garvin, spokeswoman for roads minister Terry
Mulder, said the government was sticking to its original time
line of opening the road early next year.

Why the minister would not confirm his spokesperson’s
statement in his speech I do not know, but on
something as important as the commissioning date of
Peninsula Link the government really should have been
more open with Victorians.
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I rise in support of
the Road Management Amendment (Peninsula Link)
Bill 2012. This bill allows for the opening and
maintenance of Peninsula Link. The powers allowed in
the bill are similar to those allowed for the operators of
infrastructure such as EastLink and CityLink. Peninsula
Link is 27 kilometres long. Just imagine a road of
27 kilometres with no traffic lights in metropolitan
Melbourne; it is almost a dream come true. It will link
EastLink at Carrum Downs and the Mornington
Peninsula Freeway at Mount Martha, and to do the trip
will take 17 minutes. It will save around 40 minutes in
peak periods. Once again, this is going to be very good
for those people travelling along that road.
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Peninsula Link provides a continuous freeway link
from Springvale Road at Aspendale Gardens to Jetty
Road at Rosebud. There are safety benefits also for
motorists who use the link rather than the Moorooduc
Highway. The link will bypass five roundabouts and
eight sets of traffic lights and avoid black spots along
the Moorooduc Highway. There has been widespread
support for the project around Frankston and the
Mornington Peninsula and even in places to the north,
such as my electorate of Mordialloc.
The freeway will bring a great many economic benefits
to the area, such as tourism for the peninsula. As we all
know, tourism is an important part of the Victorian
economy. The peninsula has some fabulous wineries,
beautiful beaches and opportunities for horseriding,
even on beaches. Last year I even experienced
horseriding around wineries. There is plenty to do down
there, and this road will help increase tourism in that
area. It will bring job creation and be great for
economic growth in the area. I also know how
important Peninsula Link will be to the industrial
suburb of Braeside in my electorate, and for those who
do business down on the peninsula it will certainly
make the trip quicker. It will improve livability and
have hidden economic benefits for those on the
peninsula due to the time saved in travel.
Peninsula Link will allow for recreational opportunities
for local communities. There is a 25-kilometre walking
and cycling path along the link, which starts at
Patterson Lakes and connects with other paths in the
area. Amazingly, over 1.5 million plants are being
planted along the freeway corridor. I find that quite
mind boggling, but clearly it is good for the
environment. The proposed noise walls are of a unique
urban design; they are made from recycled
polyethylene and have a lower carbon footprint than
competing products. If we look back at how roads were
made 10 or 20 years ago, we see that considerations
such as bike paths, walking paths and environmental
impacts did not come into it, so we have come a long
way in terms of how we plan and make roads, and that
is a really good thing.
The progress of Peninsula Link also highlights the
importance of the Mornington Peninsula Freeway
extension study to my electorate. More traffic will use
the existing Mornington Peninsula Freeway when the
link is opened, and therefore there will be more traffic
on Springvale Road. After years of hollow Labor
promises to build the Mornington Peninsula Freeway
extension from Springvale Road to the Dingley bypass
we were elected, and we immediately commenced a
planning study. To compare that with Labor, back in
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1999 Jenny Lindell, the then member for Carrum,
pronounced in this place:
Labor recognises the importance of both the Dingley bypass
and the extension of the Mornington Peninsula Freeway to
the long-term future of the south-eastern and bayside suburbs
and has committed to commence a 10-year program to ensure
that both those roads are constructed.

It was not completed in 2009. In fact nothing at all had
happened by 2010 when the election took place, except
that the traffic congestion in the area had increased
dramatically.
However, within 17 months of our election a feasibility
study was funded and is now well under way. We are
waiting to see what that study states, what the
community has to say about the proposed road and, if
and when the road is required, what specifications it
should be built to — things like environmental
management, the number of lanes and exits required
et cetera. I certainly encourage the residents of the
Mordialloc electorate to express their opinions on the
study. We are also waiting to see what VicRoads
expects the demands will be following the opening of
Peninsula Link.
Southern Way Pty Ltd has been contracted to build,
open, manage and maintain Peninsula Link. Southern
Way will maintain and operate the link for the next
25 years. It will have powers to remove abandoned
vehicles and vehicles causing obstruction on the link, it
will have powers to erect or remove structures,
including permanent or temporary barriers and it will
have some of the powers of a road authority to
coordinate traffic when maintaining the road.
Peninsula Link is a public-private partnership project. It
is yet another project started by Labor that has had a
few problems. It was originally called the Frankston
bypass but was then renamed. In June last year the
Ombudsman released a scathing report which suggests
that the benefits of Peninsula Link were overstated, that
a public alternative might have been better and that
there was only a 1 per cent difference between the
awarded bid and a hypothetical public option. He also
questioned whether there was a genuine need for it at
all. Peninsula Link has at times seemed to have been as
troubled as other Labor projects such as the desal plant
and myki, but it is almost there, and guess what? We
are fixing it. As usual, the coalition government is
fixing Labor’s mess and getting ready for Peninsula
Link’s operation.
In conclusion I will say the bill provides for the opening
and ongoing operation of Peninsula Link, which will
bring a great many economic, tourism and lifestyle
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benefits to the community. In fact I have read
somewhere that often property prices increase along
these sorts of links after they are opened, so that will be
good for the people living along the route.
Peninsula Link also links up other major Melbourne
arterial roads, and this progress highlights the
importance of the Mornington Peninsula Freeway
extension study, which this government is in the
process of completing. This project has broadbased
support politically and the support of nearby
communities. It is yet another project started by Labor
that has had a few problems, but the coalition now has
it back on track. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — It gives me great pleasure
to speak in support of the Road Management
Amendment (Peninsula Link) Bill 2012 and this great
project, which I think few would dispute is necessary
for not only the long-term vitality of the Mornington
Peninsula but also for the effective operation of the
high-quality freeway network right across Victoria.
At this stage it is appropriate that I acknowledge the
efforts of the chief executive officer of the Linking
Melbourne Authority, Mr Ken Mathers, a man who has
worked in engineering and the delivery of high-quality
roads and infrastructure in the Victorian public sector
for decades. He has also received an accolade from his
peers for being one of the best in his business in this
country, and this road really is a testament to his skill
and the skill of his team and their capacity and ability to
deliver high-quality infrastructure for Victoria.
I also place on the record my appreciation of the now
retired chairman of the Linking Melbourne Authority,
Mr David Buckingham. Through his chairing of what I
think is one of the more successful institutions, the
Linking Melbourne Authority, a body that has a clear
appreciation of engagement with the private sector, he
has been able to bring to a point of near conclusion a
piece of infrastructure that the people of Victoria will
take great pride in and see it achieve its full potential for
not just decades but decades upon decades.
This bill effectively facilitates the operation and
maintenance of Peninsula Link by amending the Road
Management Act 2004 and appointing the Peninsula
Link Freeway Corporation for the specific purposes of
being the coordinating authority and the responsible
road authority for the Peninsula Link freeway. These
sorts of powers — such as exercising the powers of a
state road authority to amend the Accident Towing
Services Act 2007 to enable the corporation to engage
towing operators and a variety of other relatively minor
amendments — really reflect a process that is broadly
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consistent with the exchange of responsibilities at the
point of conclusion of the EastLink project.
I want to recognise that at its conclusion the Peninsula
Link project will have seen 4000 direct jobs created, the
slashing of travel times along the Mornington Peninsula
and a massive boost to tourism and road safety that will
flow from it. It will also allow motorists to efficiently
move from Rosebud to Melbourne unencumbered by
traffic lights in their journey, and that in itself is a great
achievement. It will allow them to avoid eight sets of
traffic lights and five roundabouts, reducing travel
times between Carrum Downs and Mount Martha to
about 17 minutes, so it is a great piece of infrastructure
for Victoria. I can say from this side of the chamber
without any shred or hint of churlishness that it is a
great achievement for Victoria.
The people of Victoria should feel that Peninsula Link
and the responsibility for its management now and
going forward are great things, but it would be remiss
of us not to ask, ‘But what does this mean for the
future?’. Faced with a government with a thousand
reasons it cannot do anything, we see the last glowing
embers of activity and engagement from a government
that did so much.
The fear of failure consumes the government members
who currently sit on the Treasury bench, and at the
same time it effectively devours our future, because
activity requires and brings with it the obligation to
engage with the choices you have to make and the
challenges you have to confront. This government
prefers to find ways to obfuscate, delay, blame and look
to take credit where very little or none is due. Peninsula
Link is one classic example of this. We heard from the
member for Mornington in his contribution about his
concerns around the design of Peninsula Link and the
placement of facilities along Peninsula Link;
nonetheless he was more than happy to say it was an
achievement in part associated with his government’s
management. Peninsula Link was locked and loaded by
the concession deeds signed by the previous
government. It was well under way, and the design was
in place.
If the member’s view is that Peninsula Link was not
locked and loaded and was not part of a process already
effectively determined by the previous government,
then why did he not do something to address the
concerns he expressed in this chamber? The truth is he
cannot have it both ways: either he had the concerns
and sought through an effective utilisation of his
responsibilities as a local member to see those changes
made — given that those opposite now occupy the
government benches — or alternatively he had no
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capacity to influence it and whatever merit attaches to
the project has very little, indeed nothing, to do with
those opposite.
You cannot simply take the good with this project —
that is, the economic benefits that it delivers, together
with all the vitality that will be delivered to the
Peninsula, the addressing of congestion, the reduction
in travel times and the creation of employment
opportunities — and in some way lay claim to them as
part of a legacy in which you had no role but then on
the other hand seek to attribute all the negative aspects
of this wonderful project to another government.
Let us understand a bit about this project. According to
the latest assessments, this project has a discounted net
present value of $923 million or, as has been described,
a nominal value of $3 billion. Those opposite who
sometimes seem a little economically challenged might
think that $3 billion is a big figure. It is a bit like when
you buy a house and put a mortgage on it. You are not
buying a house for whatever multiple constitutes the
ultimate outlay as a consequence of servicing the loan
to manage that project. In fact you are paying for
something in net present cost and making contributions
over time. Simply because you account at day 1 for
your total liability over that time does not give the
community a realistic assessment of what it is you are
purchasing, the current value and the opportunity costs
associated with the purchase.
I want to move briefly to the issue of the legacy of the
previous government in relation to infrastructure such
as this. The previous Labor government made a great
effort in terms of ensuring that infrastructure was at the
forefront of everything it did. From the year 2000 some
$30 billion in infrastructure was delivered by the Labor
government. In the 2010–11 budget the amount was
$9.5 billion, and 30 000 jobs were created in the
2010–11 financial year. That is on top of the
93 500 jobs that were created in 2009–10. That was a
consequence of an average infrastructure spend of
$3.5 billion each and every year that the Bracks and
Brumby governments were in power. Let us compare
that to an average capital infrastructure spend of
$1 billion a year by the Kennett government. Ours was
a 3.5-fold increase in investment. It was an investment
in our future that drove construction industry jobs.
The reality is that one in five construction industry jobs
has been lost from this state in the last two years. This
is not a point of satisfaction for me; it is a point of grave
concern. It is a point of grave concern that everybody in
this state is talking about. I urge the government to look
at Peninsula Link, to look at this bill as a substantive
contribution to the net worth and infrastructure benefits
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of the state and to contemplate exactly where it will go
next. The government’s idea of infrastructure
phantasmagoria, of things that cannot and will not
happen in any foreseeable time frame, is not a solution
or a curative.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — It is a great pleasure
to rise to speak on this particular bill. Everyone who has
had anything to do with it and certainly everyone who
is in the house tonight realises that Peninsula Link is a
great piece of infrastructure for this state. It is not just a
road; it provides a whole range of services to the
community. From the perspective of education, it
allows our young people to access all sorts of
educational facilities far more quickly than they could
previously, and that in turn will allow us to keep that
most valuable resource, our young people, in our
communities. The future of our communities depends
on retaining those young people or having them return
when that is possible.
It is very important that we have efficient infrastructure
so that people are able to access those services in an
efficient and effective way. That means people are able
to contemplate living in a wonderful part of the world
like the Mornington Peninsula, knowing they are able
to access services that for one reason or another are
based in other communities — either in the city or in
one of the other areas around the region. It is important
that we maintain access to those services so that we do
not duplicate services in a whole range of areas.
Peninsula Link is very important from the perspective
of education.
It is also important from the perspective of health. For
my community and the communities right across the
peninsula it is important to have access to hospitals and
health services — both specialist and other types of
health services — that are located throughout other
communities, in regional areas and also in the city. It is
important that our communities are able to access those
with a minimum of difficulty and in an effective and
efficient way, and that will certainly be the case with
Peninsula Link.
The other important area which this piece of
infrastructure will benefit is tourism. The Mornington
Peninsula is the pre-eminent tourism destination in
Victoria, and Peninsula Link is certainly something that
will assist with that. It will enable visitors from outside
Victoria and also people who live in other parts of
Victoria, including the metropolitan area, to access the
wonderful facilities that exist on the Mornington
Peninsula far more quickly, effectively and efficiently.
It will enable businesses on the Mornington Peninsula,
be they restaurants, places of accommodation or shops,
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retail services and all sorts of businesses, to have better
access to the visitors who come to the peninsula. It will
enable visitors to stay longer because their trip back
will not be as congested as it once would have been.
I am sure everybody in the house has probably at some
time had the wonderful experience of spending a
weekend on the Mornington Peninsula and then the
horrific experience of trying to get back to the
metropolitan area afterwards. There is no doubt that this
will be an excellent piece of infrastructure from that
perspective.
There are a number of things that soured the way that
this particular piece of infrastructure was built. I am not
saying anyone in particular was to blame, but things
could have been done better. Firstly, with 20/20
hindsight, the project should have been taken up at the
time when ConnectEast was prepared to build it for
$100 million plus an extension of its arrangement on
EastLink. As the member for Tarneit pointed out, it will
now cost in the vicinity of $3 billion in the end. But
starting off with a $100 million price tag, no matter
how the previous minister wants to explain that,
compared with a $3 billion total cost is a significant
difference.
I am sure even the member for Tarneit would say that if
we had our time again, knowing that it was going to be
built, we probably should have built it then. However, it
is fantastic to have 20/20 hindsight. We do not all have
that — in fact none of us does — but having a look
back now, clearly it is something that should have been
done.
Mr Pallas interjected.
Mr BURGESS — The member for Tarneit was also
implicated very seriously in the damage that was done
to the Westerfield historic property. I was one of the
people who wrote to him asking him to reassess that
decision, and I was dismissed out of hand. I was also
one of the people who were up there when the
bulldozers were getting ready to go through that area. I
think we are all realists in this place and understand you
cannot protect everything, but certainly there was a
great deal of value in the property that was decimated
by that particular piece of action. That is something that
I think everybody would rather have avoided if they
had been able to.
As I said, there are a whole range of things that have
been and will be of great assistance to the
community — that is, not only the road but also the
cycling and walking tracks that are being constructed as
part of this project. There will be a new 25-kilometre
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walking and cycling path that will be part of the project,
which is known as the Peninsula Link trail. That path
begins north of the project in the city of Kingston, and
it will provide greater connectivity right throughout the
area that Peninsula Link will cover.
There are a whole range of wonderful aspects to the
path, including a new bridge over Thompson Road in
Patterson Lakes; a view of the Seaford Wetlands; a new
bridge over the Frankston Freeway; upgrading of the
existing track along Maple Street Reserve; Belvedere
Bushland Reserve; The Pines Flora and Fauna Reserve,
making use of existing tracks; views of Centenary Park
Public Golf Course; a new bridge over Peninsula Link
south of Cranbourne Road; a link to the existing Baxter
Trail, which clearly is of importance to the electorate I
represent; improved access to Robinsons Park and
Bayside Christian College; certainly access for the
Baxter township; the link to the Moorooduc station
where the Mornington tourist railway operates; and
improved access to various parts of other areas,
including the Mount Eliza Regional Park.
On the road itself, as a transport corridor Peninsula
Link will transform the way that people travel around
Frankston and the Mornington Peninsula. In fact it has
been suggested that the freeway trip will take around
17 minutes, take up to 40 minutes off the travel time
during peak periods and relieve congestion on existing
roads, including the Moorooduc Highway in my
electorate. It has also been suggested that there will be a
30 per cent reduction in daily traffic volumes when
Peninsula Link opens, and I think we would all be
looking forward to that occurring. It will bypass eight
sets of traffic lights, six major roundabouts and a rail
crossing. Any time that a rail crossing can be avoided it
is something we should be doing. Peninsula Link will
complete the missing section of the Mornington
Peninsula Freeway and provide freeway conditions
from the Melbourne CBD to Rosebud. That is
something that everyone welcomes with open arms.
The move to a freeway standard will improve the safety
and utilisation of that road and roads in the surrounding
area.
The other thing that is worth mentioning — and credit
goes to the previous Minister for Roads and Ports, the
member for Tarneit, for this — is the arrangements that
were made for the Baxter community. The Baxter
community has a very strong residents group called the
Baxter Residents and Traders Progressive Action
Committee, which is known as BRATPAC, and the
name is not necessarily a commentary on the people
who make up the group or the person who heads it,
Peter Baulch of the Baxter post office.
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BRATPAC negotiated very strongly with the previous
minister and those behind the Peninsula Link project,
and it managed to obtain a commitment for an
enormous amount of work to be done in the
community, including kerb and channelling work and
an improvement of the road surface but also the
installation of a very important piece of safety
infrastructure — the new Baxter pedestrian lights. The
lights assist not only the local people to go shopping
and get from home to work but also children to get
from home to school and back safely, which is
something that we should all be very grateful for. On
behalf of my community I am very grateful for these
new pedestrian lights.
I congratulate BRATPAC, and I congratulate
everybody involved in this project. We are all looking
forward to being able to utilise Peninsula Link and
having greater access to the Mornington Peninsula.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to speak on this bill
regarding the Peninsula Link partnership — that is, the
Road Management Amendment (Peninsula Link) Bill
2012. Essentially what this bill does is establish the
legal basis for a public-private partnership (PPP)
managed by the Linking Melbourne Authority, which
will deliver the Peninsula Link project. This is a
fantastic project from the previous government which
will deliver, as other speakers have noted, a
27-kilometre freeway that will provide great benefit to
not only the Mornington Peninsula community but also,
in my view, the whole Victorian community.
It is important to place on the record the nature of
public-private partnerships, particularly the risk transfer
involved in public-private partnerships like this. It is
sometimes said that public-private partnerships are
some sort of confidence trick being played on the
Victorian community. The truth is much more complex.
There are very important benefits that accrue to the
community through the risk transfer involved in these
partnerships, particularly the construction risk in the
case of a road.
The private consortium in this partnership is the
leaseholder of the road, Southern Way. By taking on
this public-private partnership the state of Victoria
transfers risk to the private consortium which then
builds the road. In effect the construction risk is held in
large part by the private consortium. That is a
significant issue, and the benefit that accrues to the
community is that the risk of the project is not held
simply by the state, as in a traditional design and
construct, and cost overruns in the construction phase
do not present an additional financial burden on the
community. Instead the burden of risk is held by the
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consortium that undertakes the construction and holds
the lease arrangements under the public-private
partnership. It is important to place on the record those
particular benefits that are often overlooked in debates
regarding these sorts of matters.
As I previously stated, the project itself has a capital
component of $759 million and then an operational
component. It is financed over a 25-year lease
arrangement, which is referred to under note 33 of the
2011–12 Financial Report for the State of Victoria,
which was presented recently to this Parliament. It is
often not known that the value of public-private
partnerships is actually on book.
It is also important to note that public-private
partnerships in the state of Victoria are on book. What I
mean by that is the value that the lease arrangements
represent in terms of a liability for the state is placed as
debt on the books of the state of Victoria. It is not as if,
by making such an arrangement, the government
somehow avoids placing these liabilities on the state’s
balance sheet. In fact it is important to note that there is
no benefit in terms of the debt profile to undertaking a
public-private partnership, as opposed to traditional
design and construct, because Victoria, unlike a number
of other jurisdictions, has accounting standards. It must
be said that the Australian accounting standards are
very robust compared to other international
jurisdictions. The accounting standards place the value
of such long-term lease arrangements on the books as a
debt. Therefore projects such as Peninsula Link,
although they are privately financed and there are lease
payments, appear on the Victorian financial statements
as a debt that is held.
There are some issues about the timing and when that
comes onto the balance sheet, but it is important to
know that this is not some sort of pea-and-thimble trick
and that the cost of such a project is a liability in a net
present value term. I note the member for Hastings
talked about normal terms, but the discount value, or
the net present value as it is commonly referred to, of
this sort of project is the more appropriate way to value
such a project. That is placed on the books of the state
of Victoria as a debt value, and therefore we have
accounts, unlike some places in Europe.
I note some members of the house have a European
heritage. It is important to note that in many European
countries PPPs are not held on book. Under Australian
accounting standards, when Victoria operates a project
like Peninsula Link the value of the debt that relates to
that project is on book. The community has those costs
fairly represented in the accounts and, as I said, in
note 33 of the financial report, which was presented
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recently to Parliament, and in previous financial reports.
Public-private partnerships and their discounted value,
present value and nominal value and a series of other
values over two years are presented within those
accounts and the financial report.
Although there are many criticisms I could make of the
Treasurer, I commend particularly the financial
standards that apply — and those are not the
Treasurer’s work but the work of those who make up
the accounting standards — because it means the
Victorian government places these on book and fairly
represents their value for the community in the
accounts that have been recently tabled in the
Parliament.
There are obviously some issues with asset investment
in this state. The contract for the Peninsula Link project
was signed in January 2010 between the former
Brumby government and Southern Way and was
undertaken by the previous government. It is important
to note that asset investments have been declining and
are budgeted to decline further over a period of time. If
members are interested in this particular aspect, I direct
them to part 2 of the report on the budget estimates,
where it is ably dealt with. It is important to note that as
a proportion of gross state product (GSP), which is a
fair way to measure such investments, there is a
significant overhang with respect to budgeted asset
investments.
I understand that approximately 90 per cent of road
projects have been funded by the previous state Labor
government or the current federal Labor government.
Therefore most of the projects that are being
undertaken now are projects of the former government,
with many of them having federal co-contributions or
federal funding of some form or another.
This net asset investment as a share of GSP will drop
from 1.7 per cent in the 2012–13 financial year to
1.5 per cent in 2013–14, to 1 per cent in 2014–15 and
again 1 per cent in 2015–16. Those are significant
declines. There is an interesting figure on page 129 of
that same report which indicates that net direct
investment will be lower than depreciation in 2014–15,
so in that year the level of net direct investment will be
lower than depreciation and the value of investments in
Victoria will decline in absolute terms.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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ADJOURNMENT
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Keilor Basketball Stadium: funding
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — My request tonight is
for the Minister for Sport and Recreation. The matter
relates to what I believe will be — if it is not already
under consideration — an application for funding by
the Brimbank City Council in relation to the Keilor
Basketball Stadium.
Brimbank City Council is not located in my electorate,
but I recently had a conversation with the president of
the Keilor Basketball Association, and the important
thing that he pointed out to me was the very significant
catchment of basketball players who use the Keilor
Basketball Stadium and who come from across the
region. He provided me with some statistics in relation
to this, and it is worth the sports minister considering
this because in terms of funding the application that I
suspect will come through the Brimbank council it is an
application that should be considered not only
specifically for the Brimbank area but also for the
region. I know that quite a number of young basketball
players from across the Essendon electorate are
involved in the competition at the Keilor Basketball
Stadium.
I want to highlight the numbers very quickly so that the
minister will understand what I am saying in terms of
the regional catchment. Currently on Saturdays from
8.00 a.m. to 7.00 p.m. 11 courts are used by the Keilor
Basketball Association. It hosts 139 games. It has
three courts at the Keilor stadium, two courts at
St Bernard’s College, two courts at Copperfield
College, two courts at Overnewton Anglican
Community College, one court at Buckley Park High
School in the electorate and one court at Keilor Heights
Primary School. A total of 294 teams participate. There
are approximately 2400 junior players on any one
Saturday.
One hundred and twenty-seven teams come from
within the Brimbank city area; 39 of those are from
Taylors Lakes, 36 from Keilor Village, 18 from
Caroline Springs, 18 from Sydenham, 12 from
Overnewton and 4 from Western Eagles. But 167 teams
come from outside the Brimbank City Council
catchment area: 68 from Aberfeldie, which I have
already mentioned previously in this place in relation to
the great work it does in the electorate of Essendon;
38 teams from St Christopher’s in Airport West — I
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was previously a player at St Christopher’s when I was
junior; 22 from St Bernard’s, 18 from Avondale
Heights, 15 from St Peter’s in East Keilor and 6 from
Niddrie.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! I ask the honourable member to ask for his
action.
Mr MADDEN — What I ask — and I have already
mentioned this, Acting Speaker — is that the minister
give favourable consideration to the application by the
Brimbank City Council in relation to the upgrades that
need to take place at the Keilor Basketball Stadium and
that he consider those not specifically in light of just the
Brimbank City Council’s application but more in the
light of the development of a regional centre across the
north-west of Melbourne.

Rail: protective services officers
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise to ask the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services if he
would be so kind as to update me and also my
community on the rollout of protective services officers
(PSOs) at train stations in the Bayswater district.
We have been hearing an awful lot about PSOs since
the rollout, and I am ecstatic that members on the other
side who had been so opposed to the idea are saying,
‘Where are my PSOs?’. One of my stations, which I
share with the wonderful member for Warrandyte and
Minister for Environment and Climate Change, is
Ringwood, and the rollout has already happened there.
We have had PSOs in place now for many weeks.
I was speaking at a local football club recently with a
senior police officer from Ringwood police station, and
the police officers at that station could not have been
more praising of the outcome. They said that basically
it is, in a word, ‘fantastic’. They had seen crime go to
zero when PSOs were on the station, and they said the
PSOs were fantastic at customer service and were
helping people to their cars, making sure that ladies
were safe after hours when it was getting dark and that
sort of thing. They said they had also seen an increase
at the station in families wanting to use public transport
after dark, and that is what this particular initiative by
the Baillieu government is all about.
Ringwood has been an outstanding success, but I also
have Bayswater, Heathmont and Boronia stations in my
electorate. Boronia is the one that should get priority, I
would imagine. It is in an area where police have had to
conduct extra patrols in the past, but it has certainly
calmed down. In the recent past security cameras were
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put into that precinct. Fires had occurred at the kiosk,
and all sorts of antisocial behaviour had taken place at
Boronia station. The closed-circuit television system,
which is linked to the Boronia police station, has been a
great deterrent. However, it has not been the be-all and
end-all, and I know that protective services officers at
Boronia railway station will be a welcome addition to
the police officers in the area.
I return to the topic of the Ringwood railway station.
While I was here in the house yesterday a person who
works at Ringwood station called my electorate office. I
will read from what my staff sent me. They provided
the person’s name and said that he:
… called and asked to leave a message regarding the rollout
of PSOs at Ringwood station. On behalf of himself and his
colleagues he wanted you to know that this is the best thing
ever for them. It’s a fabulous idea and makes their lives
easier. It is now a pleasure for them to go to work at night.

I am delighted that the initiative has now been
embraced by pretty much everybody.
Again I ask the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services to give me an update as to when we might
expect PSOs at all the stations that service the electorate
of Bayswater.

Victorian Curriculum and Assessment
Authority: Pascoe Vale student
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I rise to seek an urgent
action from the Minister for Education, and that action
is for him to contact the Victorian Curriculum and
Assessment Authority and see what can be done about
reassessing a young woman called Olga Przybyszewski
regarding the difficulties she has been having. I will
expand on those difficulties. I have been contacted by
Daniel Stalker, Olga Przybyszewski’s tutor. Olga is a
Victorian certificate of education (VCE) student
studying at Pascoe Vale Girls College in Pascoe Vale.
Unfortunately Olga suffers from a diagnosed autism
spectrum disorder which seriously impedes her ability
to process information as it would be presented to her in
the context of an exam.
Olga’s mother, Ewa, is a single parent who has
struggled to enable Olga to reach her full potential.
Earlier in the year Olga underwent psychological and
aptitude testing and assessment through the Victorian
Curriculum and Assessment Authority. It determined
that Olga was only slightly lagging in her reading
ability, and she was therefore granted a mere
10 minutes additional reading time to complete her
VCE English exam. Apparently Olga’s mother has
been told that there is no avenue for challenge and little
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point in reapplying. Olga’s psychologists, psychiatrists
and other doctors would say it is not only her reading
that is lagging but more importantly her ability to
process the exam question in her mind and then go
about answering it during her allocated time. Olga has
become very stressed about this, and sadly she has
suffered depression.
Olga is an intelligent young woman. I have not met her,
but I am assured that she is a good member of the
community. She is an air force cadet and hopes to
become a pilot, which may present some difficulty.
Ewa has worked closely with Olga’s psychiatrists and
tutors to prepare Olga for her exams. Ewa can produce
certificates, written assessments and character
references attesting to Olga’s deficient abilities. I ask
the Minister for Education to contact the Victorian
Curriculum and Assessment Authority and see what
can be done about getting Olga some extra time to
complete her English exam.

BodyTastic: ministerial visit
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Innovation, Services
and Small Business. My request is for the minister to
visit the electorate of Mitcham and open the new
offices of a vibrant small business called BodyTastic.
BodyTastic has been operating for three years and is an
importer and distributor of fitness equipment, including
treadmills, ElliptiMills, strength equipment and a range
of bikes. The company’s headquarters are located in
Vermont, Victoria, with offices in New South Wales
and South Australia.
BodyTastic has the distribution rights for a range of
Swedish and American-designed fitness machines, with
clients in the areas of gymnasiums, hospitals,
rehabilitation centres, universities and physiotherapists.
The equipment is manufactured in China but is
assembled locally in Vermont.
I recognise the value of small business nationally, but
certainly to our state, with approximately 520 000 small
businesses in Victoria. I guess when we examine the
number we start to comprehend exactly how many
people are engaged in small business across this state.
With more than 500 000 businesses, the numbers are
quite astounding when we start to look at not just sole
traders but also businesses where there are multiple
owners.
In the city of Whitehorse there are more than
8000 businesses, which make an economic contribution
of more than $16 billion and provide more than
60 000 jobs. As someone who has owned a small
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business, I understand how tough it can be but also how
exhilarating it can be when you are able to take that step
further and grow that business. I understand the hard
work, the sacrifice and the effort that is made to push
your business and grow it to the next level but also the
risk that is involved in doing that as well.
With the minister coming out to Vermont, there is the
opportunity to demonstrate our acknowledgement of
the wonderful contribution that small business makes to
our state, to our jobs and to our economy and the
valuable contribution that BodyTastic makes to my
local community. We are a community that has a large
number of small businesses. I am certainly a great
advocate for small business. I am someone who
supports and encourages small business in my local
community and the jobs that it creates.

Planning: Tecoma fast-food outlet
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Planning regarding the proposed
McDonald’s outlet in Tecoma. The action I am seeking
is that the minister intervene to ensure that the number
of objections to the proposal is given appropriate
weight at Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
hearings. In this case and in others members of VCAT
have made it clear that the number of objections to a
proposal absolutely does not have weight.
Members may well be aware that recently a VCAT
panel handed down a decision to approve the
construction of a McDonald’s facility in Tecoma. This
is a disgraceful decision that in no way reflects the
views of the community or Yarra Ranges Shire
Council. More than 1300 objections were lodged,
which is a massive response from a community whose
members are always engaged in planning issues, and
council unanimously voted against this proposal.
What may be appropriate in a fully urban environment
is simply not appropriate in an area such as the
Dandenongs. People live in the Dandenongs and tens of
thousands of tourists visit the Dandenongs precisely
because the area is not just another suburb of
Melbourne. The issue here is one of precedence. If we
have a McDonald’s in Tecoma, there is nothing to stop
a KFC being established in Belgrave, a Hungry Jack’s
in Kallista and another McDonald’s in Monbulk.
Before we know it, the Dandenongs will be littered
with these fast-food franchises, which is exactly what
the majority of the residents of my electorate do not
want and what Melbourne, interstate and international
tourists who visit the hills do not want.
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At the moment VCAT members do not consider it to be
their role to give weight to the number of objections to
a proposal. In reading from the VCAT decision, it says:
… the tribunal has consistently found that planning decisions
are not to be based on the numbers of objections.

There is a similar example in Stonnington. The
Stonnington council is going to the Supreme Court on
this very issue. In the decision on the proposed
development on Orrong Road, VCAT said:
… the number of objections to the proposed development was
an irrelevant consideration.

In an interview with Jon Faine on 15 October, the
minister said:
… I would have thought at general principle that if you have a
large number of objections that are from different people —
clearly different submissions, as opposed to the same
submission which is being submitted 54 times
hypothetically — that that is giving you an indication of a
weight of public opinion and I would have thought that that
would have been taken into account.

Jon Faine asked:
So public opinion should be a factor VCAT takes into
account?

The minister said:
Well, in my view, yes, it should be.

He indicated that he was prepared to work with the
Attorney-General to deal with this issue. VCAT has
approved the McDonald’s proposal. It is a disgraceful
decision and in no way takes account of the huge
weight of opinion against this proposal.

Mildura electorate: Aboriginal services
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Local Government, who is
also the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. The action I
seek is that the minister visit Mildura to have
discussions with the Mildura Aboriginal Corporation
and the Mildura Rural City Council. Mildura has a
significant Aboriginal population, and the Mildura
Aboriginal Corporation provides a large number of
services to that community. These include health
services such as drug and alcohol counselling, chronic
disease management, health checks and a GP and nurse
clinic, amongst others. The family services it provides
to the community include housing support, home and
community care services and early years and youth
services, to name a few.
The Mildura Aboriginal Corporation has recently
appointed Mr Rudolph Kirby as its CEO. Mr Kirby, his
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executive assistant, Jo, and staff have actively and
determinedly worked to reinvigorate the corporation in
a number of ways. They have recently undertaken a
significant restructure of the organisation. They have
increased its engagement with the community and local
service providers, including Sunraysia Community
Health Services and Monash University’s training
school in Mildura. Following the announcement of the
closure of Two Rivers College in Mildura it has taken
an active role in developing a strategy for the future of
Koori education in our region. This has involved
coordinating a number of key stakeholders, including
educators and elders, to identify major issues
surrounding Koori education in my electorate and how
the Mildura Aboriginal Corporation can take a lead role
in driving change. In fact a delegation from the
corporation met with the Minister for Education this
day to discuss the outcomes of its consultations.
It is important that the minister meet with the board and
CEO of the Mildura Aboriginal Corporation to be fully
aware of the current services provided and the
corporation’s vision for the future. As I understand it
there will be a state partnership forum in Mildura in
early December, which is being organised by an
interdepartmental committee, including Aboriginal
Affairs Victoria and the Department of Human
Services.
Mildura Rural City Council, as the third tier of
government, is involved in delivering services in its
own right along with many programs on behalf of or in
partnership with the state government. Some of these
programs are significant investments by the state
government in services and infrastructure to meet
Mildura’s current and future needs. Examples of these
programs include the local government infrastructure
program, the Mildura arts and cultural precinct
redevelopment, the Local Roads to Markets program,
the Mallee track cluster, the Advancing Country Towns
project, community flood recovery activities and local
government flood clean-up projects.
Victoria is in the midst of local government elections,
and I am sure that the new representatives of Mildura
Rural City Council would welcome an opportunity to
meet with the minister to discuss not only the progress
on these programs but their plans for the council’s
activities going forward.

Keilor Basketball Stadium: funding
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I rise to raise an issue
with the Minister for Sport and Recreation. The action I
seek is that the minister support Brimbank City
Council’s application to Sport and Recreation
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Victoria’s community facility funding program and
provide the Keilor basketball and netball stadium with
funding for its much-needed upgrade.
I wrote to the minister on 21 August in support of
Brimbank City Council’s application and received a
response from the minister’s chief of staff on 27 August
advising that the minister had noted my letter, which is
appreciated. Brimbank City Council is seeking a major
facilities grant of $650 000 to fund an urgently needed
upgrade and extension to the Keilor basketball and
netball stadium, which will see three additional
courts — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The member for Essendon raised this exact
same matter in the first contribution. Unless the
member for Niddrie can explain how this is different
from the member for Essendon’s matter, I will need to
ask the member for Niddrie to sit down.
Mr CARROLL — I wrote to the minister and
received a response from him. I raised this with him
earlier this evening. I am raising a different matter with
him in relation to an additional regional basketball court
that will serve not only the Brimbank community but
also the Moonee Valley community and the city of
Hume. We are looking at doing three additional courts;
it is going from three courts to six courts. The minister
has been kind enough to come in here tonight to hear
me speak.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! I am afraid it is the same matter that has been
raised. The member for Niddrie has put on the record
that he has raised it in the house, but I am duty bound to
ask him to sit down.
Mr Madden — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I think you will find that there is a point of
difference not only on the issue but also on the way in
which the request is framed. The difference is that I
have called for support for the regional facility, but I
think you will find that this member believes the
response he has received from the Minister for Sport
and Recreation is insufficient. I think the nub of his
matter is that a three-line written response to a written
request by this member is insufficient and he would ask
for a greater written response for the group he is
representing. The point of difference is that I am calling
for the minister’s support of the application. I believe
the member for Niddrie is wishing to ask the minister to
respond more appropriately to the basketball club
specifically in relation to the minister’s written response
to this member.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order. The member
for Niddrie’s time has now expired.

Prahran electorate: closed-circuit television
cameras
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Crime Prevention. The action I seek is that he visit
Chapel Street in Prahran to see firsthand the importance
of CCTV (closed-circuit television) cameras. The
installation of further CCTV cameras was one my local
election commitments. Prahran received $330 000 for
the installation of these cameras, and the policy has
broad support. The community supports it, the local
police support it and the Stonnington City Council
supports it.
The process is that the $330 000 is given to the
Stonnington council, and the council then organises the
installation. It is the same process across other
localities. I might add that this rollout of CCTV
cameras is occurring in many municipalities, including
Hawthorn, Dandenong, Shepparton, Horsham,
Traralgon, Pyalong, Colac and Ballarat. However, the
rollout is dependent on council support. It cannot
happen without council support. Council elections are
being held this weekend, and while the rollout is widely
supported in my community in Stonnington, it is at risk
from the Greens party, which does not support CCTV
cameras and which may block the rollout if it gains
control of the relevant councils. A former leader of the
federal Greens, Bob Brown, said in a Herald Sun article
on 22 October that:
There is understandable concern about street crime, but it is
clear this policy was not well thought through … cameras do
not stop crime.

On the Melbourne City Greens website it is stated that:
Closed-circuit television (CCTV) programs in the city fail to
prevent crime, and funds spent on CCTV are better spent on
improving environmental design in public spaces to foster
crime prevention, and the policing of adherence to liquor
licences.

In relation to the Port Phillip council elections, the Port
Phillip Leader reported on 16 October that the Greens
councillors either declined to comment or opposed the
installation of CCTV cameras, instead advocating for
an environment where we do not need CCTV cameras
on our local streets. In Stonnington the Greens
candidates at various public forums have confirmed
their lack of support for CCTV cameras.
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A vote for the Greens candidates at elections this
weekend will be a vote against the rollout of CCTV
cameras, which the Baillieu government has committed
to across the state. This is of huge concern to the
Stonnington residents in my electorate. It is also a huge
concern to the other electorates across the state that are
looking forward to the rollout of CCTV cameras. I ask
the minister to come to Prahran to see how important
the implementation of this policy is.

Cohuna Recreation Reserve: facilities
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — The issue I raise tonight
is for the Minister for Sport and Recreation. It is good
to see him here in the house. The issue concerns
much-needed funds for Cohuna Recreation Reserve. I
am asking the minister to consider the request by the
Cohuna Recreation Reserve committee for funds to
construct two new shelters at the reserve, and I also
invite the minister to visit Cohuna and inspect the site.
Cohuna is situated on the Gunbower Creek in the
north-western region of the Rodney electorate. It is an
active, sports-oriented town with a thriving football and
netball community. It is home to the Cohuna Kangas
Football and Netball Club, which has roots in the town
dating back to as early as 1913. The Kangas, a merger
of two teams from the town, joined the Murray Football
League in 1997. The club currently supports three
senior and junior football teams and six netball teams.
The club aims to create a healthy sporting environment
where individuals are valued, respected and
encouraged. The Kangas have a vision to embrace the
wider community’s support and involvement, and the
club is endeavouring to create a healthy and sustainable
future for itself.
An integral ingredient of this sustainable future is the
club’s strategic plan, which is its road map for the
future and includes the Cohuna Recreation Reserve
shade structure project. The project aims to build two
permanent shelter structures next to the Cohuna Kangas
sporting complex and at the adjoining netball courts.
This project is in line with the Gannawarra shire’s
master plan for the Cohuna Recreation Reserve. The
club is seeking $20 000 for this project and will be
contributing some significant in-kind works. It is
anticipated that the works will be completed by March
2013, in time for the new netball and football season.
I again ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation to
consider providing funds for this important community
asset. I know from personal experience that football and
netball clubs are the heart and soul of communities like
Cohuna. Funding for this project will help strengthen
the Cohuna Kangas, which in turn will help strengthen
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the entire community through social and physical
involvement.
We know that being active in a county community is a
way of keeping connected through involvement as a
participant, spectator, volunteer or commercial
enterprise. Research shows being active helps us to
fight wider community problems such as obesity,
diabetes and heart disease. In addition, becoming
involved in sporting groups helps keep us engaged with
the community and at a lower risk of loneliness,
disengagement and depression. The coalition is
committed to having more Victorians be more active
more often, and I believe this can be achieved through
the continued support of country football and netball
clubs like the Cohuna Kangas.

Sunshine Hospital: funding
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health,
through the minister responsible for health in this
house. The action I ask of the minister is for him to
undertake an increasing commitment to the Sunshine
Hospital, particularly for patients in its emergency
department. Members would be aware that there has
been an increase in waiting list times under this new
government.
The western suburbs are entitled to better services.
Members would also be aware of the background to
this hospital, particularly since Labor came to office.
Those of us who are old enough would remember that
it was Jim Cairns and the Whitlam federal government
that made the commitment to establish a hospital in
Sunshine. When I was elected in 1999 there were only
gynaecologists and psychiatrists in Sunshine; it was not
a general hospital. It was not a teaching hospital that
could teach nurses or train doctors, and it did not have
an emergency department. It is absolutely appropriate
that this government deliver on the promise it made
when in opposition, which is that it would remain
committed to delivering services to the western
suburbs.
As you would know, Acting Speaker, waiting lists for
patients in the west, particularly at Sunshine Hospital,
have increased significantly. This matter, as members
on both sides of this house would be aware, has been
covered widely in the media. We on this side will
continue to defend and stand up for the western suburbs
and for Sunshine Hospital.
I am very proud of the track record of Labor and its
commitment to Sunshine Hospital in its 10 years of
government. We opened a general hospital. We
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established partnerships with Victoria University and
Melbourne University. We trained doctors and nurses,
and we established a very important emergency
department. To my recollection there were very few
ambulance bypasses whilst Labor was in government. I
reiterate my request to increase funding for
patients — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Responses
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — The member for Bayswater has raised her
interest in and concern about the provision of protective
services officers (PSOs) specifically at the Boronia
railway station. As the house knows, the government
has a very strong commitment to issues around law
enforcement. We are intent on doing what we possibly
can to invest in police and protective services officers
so we can improve the position of people being able to
feel safe on the streets, in their homes and otherwise as
they move about on the transport system in Victoria. To
that end, the government is investing $602 million for
the delivery of 1700 front-line operational police on top
of those who were working on behalf of Victorians at
the time the coalition assumed government.
In addition we are investing another $212 million in the
recruitment, training and deployment of 940 protective
services officers to patrol railway stations. I am very
pleased to say that at the present time we have more
than 160 of the PSOs deployed across the rail network.
The next squad is scheduled to graduate on 26 October.
Those PSOs are now working at 22 railway stations,
including the Ringwood railway station in the electorate
so well represented by the member. The member is
most concerned about Boronia. I am pleased to be able
to tell her that she has every reason to be confident that
in the near future there will be the deployment of
protective services officers to the Boronia railway
station. We are hopeful of being able to have that occur
as part of the next rollout of PSOs. Protective services
officers have already established themselves in the
hearts and minds of the travelling public. They are well
recognised now as being integral to the safety of the
people who are using the public transport system in
Victoria.
Mr Delahunty interjected.
Mr RYAN — The Minister for Sport and
Recreation interjects. Interjections are disorderly of
course, Acting Speaker, but I did hear him say, in a
staged whisper, ‘This is a policy which is strongly
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supported now by the Labor opposition as well as those
on this side of the house’. The minister is quite right.
The government’s intention is that no matter whether
an electorate is represented by a member of the
coalition parties or by a member of the Labor Party —
that is irrelevant in the sense of catering for all
passengers on our public transport system, particularly
our rail system — PSOs will be available for it in due
course. We have made a very strong start with
22 stations now being looked after.
I can tell the member that she has every reason to be
confident that the government will continue to deliver
on the promise it made to the people of Victoria, and to
the travelling public in particular. Insofar as Boronia is
concerned, people can anticipate the presence of these
PSOs much sooner than later.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business) — The member for Mitcham raised a
matter with me and asked that I visit her electorate
specifically to open a business which she has identified
as being very important for the electorate of Mitcham.
The member for Mitcham is a very strong supporter of
small business and she realises — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
Ms ASHER — Indeed, the member for Mitcham
used to run a small business, which places her well
ahead of most members on the other side of the house.
Most members on the other side have not run a small
business, but the member for Mitcham has done so. She
is a very strong supporter of small business. She
understands how small business operates and the
difficulties that small business and small business
operators face, and she understands the economic value
to her electorate of the contribution of small businesses.
I would be delighted to agree to the request by the
member for Mitcham to visit her electorate. I would be
more than happy to open the business she suggests, and
I would be more than happy to participate in any other
activities she would like me to join her in on that day.
She is a very strong representative of her local
community, and I would be delighted to be able to
support her in continuing to be so.
Mrs POWELL (Minister for Local Government) —
The member for Mildura has asked me to visit Mildura
and meet with the Mildura Aboriginal Corporation
(MAC) and the Mildura Rural City Council. I thank the
member for Mildura for his strong support for
Aboriginal people in his community. They often tell me
they are very grateful for that support. As the member
said, there is a significant Aboriginal population in
Mildura. Last year’s figures from the Australia Bureau
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of Statistics show that 1836 Aboriginal people were
living in Mildura, which is the second-largest
population in a Victorian local government area. It is
second only to my electorate of Shepparton, which has
the largest population of Aboriginal people living
outside of Melbourne.
I also look forward to meeting with the new CEO of the
Mildura Aboriginal Corporation, Mr Roland Kirby,
along with his board members. I met Mr Kirby when he
was a valuable contributor to the Aboriginal leaders
round table that I hosted in Melbourne on 22 August
2012. The MAC currently employs around 120 staff,
who operate in four physical locations: Mildura, Swan
Hill, Kerang and Balranald in New South Wales. This
year their total grant income is over $14 million, with
just over $7 million from the Victorian Department of
Human Services and approximately $280 000 from the
Department of Justice. The member for Mildura
outlined the many services MAC provides. I am not
going to go through them, but there are about
24 services. I look forward to meeting with the MAC
staff.
I also look forward to joining the member for Mildura
and meeting members of the newly elected Mildura
Rural City Council. I will be interested to see how the
library and community centre redevelopment is
progressing after my announcement in September of
$450 000 from the Living Libraries Infrastructure
program towards its $1.8 million project. I also look
forward to being briefed by the council about its major
infrastructure projects, the Mildura riverfront project
and the Mildura airport, which received state
government funding. That was in no small part due to
the strong support from the member for Mildura, who
has been lobbying for a long time for those two
infrastructure projects. I know the council works
strongly with the Aboriginal community, and it has
good relationships with the local Indigenous networks.
I look forward to joining the member for Mildura at a
time that is mutually convenient and meeting with the
Mildura Aboriginal Corporation and members of the
Mildura council.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — Firstly, I will respond to the matter
raised with me by the member for Rodney, who asked
me to inspect two new shelters to be constructed at the
Cohuna Recreation Reserve. These were pledged
during the 2010 election campaign when we were in
opposition. The member spoke about the fact that sport
and recreation plays a vital role in Victorian
communities, and nowhere is that more true than in
country communities. I commend the member on his
advocacy and encouragement of active lifestyles in
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townships in his electorate, particularly Cohuna. He
works very hard and likes to get positive results. He
speaks very loudly, and he gets his point across.
The member for Rodney and all of us in this chamber
are aware that the Victorian coalition government has
five key priorities in sport and recreation: firstly, to
have active and healthy communities; secondly, we
want facilities for active communities; thirdly, we want
major sporting infrastructure; fourthly, we want to see
sporting events for Victoria; and fifthly, we want to see
Victorians reach their potential.
I am pleased to advise the member for Rodney and the
house that thanks to a $20 000 grant from the Victorian
coalition government two new shelters are to be built at
the Cohuna Recreation Reserve. They will be suitable
as football and netball shelters and to house bench seats
and scorers’ facilities. As the member said tonight, this
will enable home clubs such as the Cohuna Kangas
Football Netball Club to encourage more people to join
in the fun by providing a safe and friendly environment
for all participants. The new shelters will benefit all
players and spectators associated with the club. As the
member said, the club has three senior and three junior
football teams, and importantly, six netball teams. The
club plays in the Central Murray Football Netball
League.
Again, this project demonstrates the Victorian coalition
government’s overall commitment to working with
local councils, sporting clubs and communities to
develop quality facilities which encourage people to be
more active in sport and recreation. I look forward to
meeting with the member for Rodney and his
community to inspect these facilities, which I have no
doubt, as the member said, will inject new life into the
community of Cohuna.
The second matter raised with me tonight is from the
member for Essendon. He is a former Minister for
Sport and Recreation, and in fact I have two former
ministers for sport and recreation in front of me tonight.
I find it interesting because the member for Essendon
knows the process that goes on here.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — He is a former player. We
are both former players. We are superstars! As the
member for Essendon knows, I welcome members
from all sides of the house supporting their local
sporting clubs and local councils to get results because,
like them, I want to see more people more active more
often. In relation to this matter that he raised regarding
the Brimbank City Council’s request for funding from
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the Victorian government’s community facility funding
program, I have to say that in August I received a letter
from the member for Niddrie supporting this same
proposal. In fact I have his letter in front of me. He said:
I write in support of Brimbank City Council’s … request for
funding under the Sport and Recreation Victoria …
community facilities funding program …

He said in that letter that the council was seeking
funding through the major facilities grant. I wish the
member for Essendon had spoken to the local member
who is responsible for this facility before he raised this
matter with me tonight, because at least the member for
Niddrie spoke to me about it and told me that he would
raise the matter in the house tonight. But the member
for Essendon did not do that. He did not do the work
that should be done to help these communities. As I
said before, we want to see more people more active
more often, and one of the ways to do that is to provide
facilities for active communities. As an example of this,
the coalition government is delivering on the
76 election commitments it made going into the 2010
election. They are being delivered right at this moment
through allocations in the budget.
As I also outlined last year, the coalition talked to
communities and councils regarding the mounting
financial pressure of delivering sporting infrastructure
facilities. Not only did we on this side of the house
listen but more importantly we acted. We did
something about it. The coalition government increased
the grant thresholds in the community facilities funding
program. The minor facilities category grant value was
increased from $60 000 to $100 000; the major
facilities category maximum grant value was increased
from $500 000 to $650 000; and the regional planning
category maximum grant value was increased from
$30 000 to $50 000 to encourage more collaboration
and regional planning projects. The member for
Essendon spoke about regional process in his
adjournment matter. He should have been talking to me
about the regional planning strategy which could have
helped with funding for that type of project. We also
increased the better pools category from $2.5 million to
a maximum of $3 million.
What I am saying to the member for Essendon is that if
he had got out and done some more work when he was
the Minister for Sport and Recreation, we might have
solved these problems. What we could have done with
the extra $15 million that I need to find to finish off the
Lakeside Stadium! That was another black hole left by
the previous Labor government. With that $15 million I
could have supported another 15 or 16 of these major
grants right across the state.
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I wish the member for Essendon had spoken to his
colleagues and gone about this in the right way to get
the results that he could not deliver when he was
minister. But I can inform the member for Essendon
that with the support of people like the member for
Niddrie there is a process involved with these grants.
The application period for the major facilities category,
as he should know, has closed, but more importantly
there is a process that is happening at the moment.
I thank the member for Essendon, and I also thank the
member for Niddrie for writing to me about this matter.
I cannot respond to the matter the member for Niddrie
raised tonight as it was ruled out of order because the
member for Essendon trumped him. He did not even
talk to him. As I said, the member for Essendon knows
these announcements will be made towards the end of
this year. I welcome the input from the member for
Niddrie, particularly because he went about it the right
way, and from the member for Essendon who raised the
matter in the house tonight.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Yuroke raised an issue with me regarding
Olga, a year 12 student at Pascoe Vale Girls College.
Olga is on the autism spectrum and will experience
some difficulty with her Victorian certificate of
education (VCE) exams. This is very important as her
school life culminates at the time of the VCE. Her
mother, tutor and teachers are concerned about whether
the special arrangements agreed to so far will be
adequate for her to cope with the written exams which
are coming up very shortly.
The Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority
has a process whereby exemptions and/or special
arrangements can be made for students for a range of
reasons. I will get Olga’s details from the member for
Yuroke so that I can go to the VCAA and find out
about the full range of options available for that student,
because it is most important that she get the opportunity
to complete her VCE and be in a position to show what
she is able to do in realistic exam conditions. I ask the
member to give me her details. Perhaps the best way to
do it is in writing via email, and then I will follow it up
immediately with the VCAA, because time is of the
essence.
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Crime
Prevention) — I thank the hardworking member for
Prahran for the very interesting matter he has raised
with me tonight. I attended Prahran with the member
for the announcement of the installation of
closed-circuit television (CCTV) cameras in Chapel
Street. I am sure that everybody, including opposition
members, will be listening to this because recent tragic
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events have demonstrated the important use to which
CCTV cameras can be put in our community,
particularly as investigative tools for Victoria Police.
There is also significant evidence that they can act as a
deterrent. In my portfolio of responsibility for crime
prevention, CCTV cameras have been demonstrated to
be a very useful tool in preventing crime but also in
detecting, investigating and ultimately solving crimes.

The member for Monbulk raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Planning. The action he
sought was for the minister to ensure that the number of
objections against a McDonald’s restaurant in his
electorate is given appropriate weight at a Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal hearing. I will pass
that matter on to the Minister for Planning for his
attention and direct response.

When I made the announcement regarding the CCTV
camera installation with the member for Prahran it was
very clear that there is huge community support for this
initiative. The member for Prahran took to the last
election a commitment to provide $330 000 for the
installation of CCTV cameras. On the day that I
attended a number of representatives from Victoria
Police were there, including the local inspector, and
there were representatives from the Chapel Street
Precinct Association and the local council, including
the mayor, as well as a number of other community
leaders. They all hailed the commitment of the member
for Prahran and welcomed the government’s
commitment to deliver on this promise.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The house now stands adjourned.

I am very happy to return to Prahran to see the
installation of these CCTV cameras, a vital tool in the
fight against crime and in deterring crime. But the
member for Prahran identified some people in this
community who are not committed to these valuable
tools, despite recent events that have demonstrated their
value in relation to solving crime. As the member for
Prahran has indicated, the Greens are implacably
opposed, for God only knows what reason, but the
reality is that we know they can be irrational about
these sorts of things. The most important thing is that
we must all come together and use these sorts of tools
to not only detect and solve crime but also prevent it. I
welcome the opportunity to attend Chapel Street in
Prahran with the member for Prahran to inspect the new
CCTV cameras and hear what the local community
thinks about them.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship) — I make the point that eight of the
adjournment items raised tonight have been answered
by ministers and the two I will respond to were for
ministers in the other place. This is very unusual
compared to what happened under the previous Labor
government.
The member for Derrimut raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Health. The action he
sought was for the minister to review services at
Sunshine Hospital. I will pass that on to the minister for
his response.

House adjourned 10.51 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Ken Smith) took the chair at
9.36 a.m. and read the prayer.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker,
yesterday an incident involving the member for
Frankston occurred. A tape of that incident exists. That
tape has been viewed by you and the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition, and I respectfully put it to you that that
tape cannot remain secret any longer and that it ought to
be released so that not simply you, as the Speaker, and
the deputy leader, who made a request, get to view it.
All Victorians are entitled to view that tape.
The SPEAKER — Order! Yesterday afternoon
some members of the accredited parliamentary press
gallery requested a DVD copy of footage from the
morning’s formal business proceedings in the house.
Regrettably, this was not a request I was able to agree
to. Parliament provides access to proceedings to the
press gallery in a few ways. There are live video and
audio feeds of proceedings available to the gallery
whenever the house is sitting. In addition, accredited
media organisations are able to bring their own cameras
into the gallery, which is generally done on a pool
basis.
Parliament does not have the facilities to provide DVDs
of elements of the proceedings that accredited media
organisations miss. It would create an unreasonable
demand on the resources available to the Parliament,
particularly when accredited media organisations have
ready access to the proceedings through the methods I
have mentioned. In regard to the issue, I am now
considering showing that footage to the media.

COMMISSION FOR CHILDREN AND
YOUNG PEOPLE BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to establish the
Commission for Children and Young People and for other
purposes.

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I would like a brief
explanation of the bill.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — This bill will fulfil a coalition government
election commitment in establishing a Commission for
Children and Young People, which is something there
has been advocacy for for many years but which the
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previous government refused to do. This will establish
greater independence for the role of the commissioner,
mean a significant expansion to the coverage of
oversight for vulnerable children and expand the
investigative powers of the commissioner.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 4 to
13 will be removed from the notice paper unless
members wishing their notice to remain advise the
Clerk in writing before 2.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Rural City of Benalla: financial management
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of ratepayers of the Rural City of Benalla draws
attention to the house of the continuing financial
commitments being entered into by our council and being
allegedly contrary to the Local Government Act of 1989,
which requires councils, councillors and administration to
have an overriding responsibility to operate and administer its
facilities in a responsible and financially prudent manner for
the benefit of its ratepayers. The forthcoming financial budget
approved by the council of this municipality has an income
from rates and charges of $13.4 million and a budgeted
expenditure believed to be $23.5 million, therefore leaving a
deficit of $10.1 million to be met by you, the Parliament of
Victoria and the commonwealth of Australia and others.
The latest being the compulsory acquisition of the Australia
Post office building in Bridge Street, Benalla, it is understood
to be part of a project to cost unknown dollars, partially to be
funded by you, the state of Victoria and part by the
commonwealth of Australia, the balance by whom?
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria carry out a financial audit with the view
to appoint an administrator to determine the true financial
position of the municipality and return responsible and
prudent decision making.

By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (704 signatures).

Puppy farms: abolition
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Victoria brings to the attention
of the house the hidden industry behind the pet shop window.
Puppy factories farm puppies and sell them to pet shops and
trade them online. The dogs are often kept in cramped, filthy
conditions for their entire lives and their behavioural needs
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are never met. The dogs not only suffer physically but are
psychologically traumatised due to confinement and constant
breeding. When they are no longer able to breed they are
killed and replaced.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria support Oscar’s Law and abolish puppy
factories and ban the sale of factory-farmed companion
animals from pet shops and online.
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Adjournment
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday,
13 November 2012.

Motion agreed to.

By Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) (100 signatures).

MEMBERS STATEMENTS

Tabled.

Walter Grant
DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Ombudsman — Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001:
Investigation into allegations concerning rail safety in the
Melbourne Underground Rail Loop — Ordered to be printed
Places Victoria — Report 2011–12
Special Investigations Monitor, Office of — Report 2011–12
under s 126 of the Police Integrity Act 2008, s 105L of the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 and s 61 of the Major
Crime (Investigative Powers) Act 2004
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:

Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — I
wish to pay tribute today to a member of the Lorne
community, Walter ‘Wally’ Grant, who passed away
on 20 October, aged 91 years, and to express
condolences to Marjorie, his wife of 67 years, and to his
children, Kaye and Roger. Wally was a well loved and
respected figure in the Lorne community, having
moved there when he was 14 years old, and after his
war service returning to live there with his wife until his
recent passing. Wally enlisted in the navy in 1939 and
served as an able seaman on HMAS Australia, the
Australian flag ship, until his discharge at the end of the
war in 1945.

Building Act 1993 — SR 113
Melbourne City Link Act 1995 — SR 114
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rules 113, 114
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — Report 2011–12 under
s 30L
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal —
Report 2011–12
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Act 2001 —
Request and statement under s 16.

During that time he was engaged in significant battles,
including the Battle of the Coral Sea and at Scapa Flow
in Scotland. He was also involved in the Battle of
Guadalcanal, where HMAS Australia suffered major
attacks. On his return to Lorne after the war, Wally
joined the Country Fire Authority, where he was a
dedicated member for over 61 years. Over this time
Wally was awarded the Queen’s Medal and the
National Medal and was made a life member of the
Country Fire Authority and a member of the Honour
Brigade. He was captain of the Lorne brigade from
1959 to 1985.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing and sessional orders
Mr McINTOSH (Minister for Corrections) — By
leave, I move:
That the resolution of the house of 10 October 2012
suspending standing orders for the apology for past adoption
practices be amended so as to allow the sitting of the house to
be suspended until 2.30 p.m. after the question on the apology
has been resolved.

Motion agreed to.

Walter ‘Wally’ Grant lived a good life. He was a
much-loved husband, father and grandfather, who
served his country with distinction and served his
community with leadership and dedication. He will be
sadly missed within the Lorne community. Vale Wally
Grant.

Royal Children’s Hospital: patient care
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — As a member of this
place it is a privilege to have the opportunity to thank
publicly, on behalf of my husband, Yorick Piper, and
our families, the staff of the Royal Children’s Hospital
for their care of our daughter, Peggy Piper. Peggy is
now seven months old and doing tremendously well.
However, Peggy spent the first 11 weeks of her life in
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the neonatal intensive care unit, known as the Butterfly
Ward.
We would like to pay tribute especially to the following
wonderful staff: Peggy’s paediatric surgeon, Dr Joe
Crameri; Melissa and the team; Peggy’s doctor, Rod
Hunt, director of neonatal medicine, and his wonderful
team on the Butterfly Ward; the 80-plus nurses who
cared for Peggy during those first 11 weeks and on the
subsequent visits we made to the hospital; all the allied
health staff who worked with Peggy and the personal
services assistants who do such a tremendous job
supporting everyone on the ward. We and our families
are forever deeply indebted to you for your dedication
and care.

Cultural Precincts and Community
Infrastructure Fund: grants
Mr KOTSIRAS (Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship) — This week I approved grants
totalling $500 000 under the Cultural Precincts and
Community Infrastructure Fund. The $12 million fund
was established to enable Victoria’s existing precincts
to remain sustainable and attractive for cultural and
tourism activities and to assist in the construction of
new buildings for newly arrived migrants. So far
over $6 million has been spent under the program.
This week I approved 13 grants, including $60 000 for
the Eastern District Polish Association to upgrade the
car park; $40 000 for the Hamerkaz Shelanu to upgrade
its kitchen; $20 000 for the Pallaconian Brotherhood
Leonidas to upgrade its air conditioning; $37 500 for
the Russian House Cultural Advancement Society to
upgrade its kitchen; and $46 000 for the Ukranian
Youth Association to upgrade its toilets. Those and
other organisations, clubs and associations are the
lifeblood of our multicultural communities. They
represent, unite and support their members, and they
contribute to our strong, cohesive multicultural
Victoria.

Hispanic-Latin American festival
Mr KOTSIRAS — I had the pleasure to attend a
fiesta gala night last week at which the master of
ceremonies was Mr Languiller, Jr, who did a wonderful
job launching the annual Hispanic-Latin American
festival to be held in Johnston Street, Fitzroy, on 17 and
18 November. It will be a great event, and I encourage
all members to attend.
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Jean McCaughey
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — Jean McCaughey was
an exceptional person, and I join with many people
across Victoria and beyond who are deeply saddened
by her loss but are also celebrating her outstanding
contribution to our community. In 1994 Jean was
invited, with Ben Bodna, to co-chair the People
Together Project developed by a coalition of leading
community-based religious organisations. I had the
good fortune and privilege to work with them.
The project worked with several rural and urban
communities and welfare and advocacy groups,
supporting them in challenging the decisions of the
government of the day and highlighting the impact of
those decisions on people and social infrastructure
throughout Victoria. Jean brought to the project her
considerable standing in the community and her
reputation as a woman of integrity, with the
determination to stand up for fairness and equality. Her
extensive skills and experience in social policy and
research and the intellectual rigour she applied to the
work of the project were invaluable.
Her warmth and generosity gave her a natural ability to
communicate with people from all walks of life,
individually or in large groups. The People Together
Project is just one example of Jean’s significant
contribution throughout her working life in the areas of
social policy, research, advocacy and reform. Jean was
particularly well known for the work she did at the
Melbourne Institute of Applied Economic and Social
Research as a research fellow with Professor Ronald
Henderson. She became well known as the wife of
Davis McCaughey, who was appointed Governor of
Victoria in 1986.
I will miss her greatly. She was a great mentor, a
colleague and a good friend. I offer my sincere
sympathy to the McCaughey family.

Anti-Semitism: forum
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Today I will be
hosting a forum with representatives from nine of
Victoria’s universities and the Anti-Defamation
Commission to discuss the danger of anti-Semitism on
campuses. Last year 68 per cent of students who
responded to an ADC survey reported experiencing or
witnessing anti-Semitism on campus. Our Parliament is
not immune, having recently had a swastika painted on
this building. I am eager to work with this sector to
ensure that Jewish students feel safe on campus.
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Caulfield electorate: schools debate
Mr SOUTHWICK — Last week I hosted students
from Caulfield Grammar School, Leibler Yavneh
College, Shelford Girls Grammar and Glen Eira
College for a debating competition, and it was great to
see our future leaders in action on their feet in this
chamber. Well done to the students, in particular the
students from Caulfield Grammar, who won the matter
of public importance debate on improving their school.

Murdoch Children’s Research Institute:
parliamentary visit
Mr SOUTHWICK — Last week I joined the
hardworking members for Ferntree Gully, Bentleigh
and Morwell visiting the Murdoch Children’s Research
Institute for a tour of this world-class facility, which is
undertaking life-saving research into children’s
diseases. As a father I particularly valued its work
around the growing epidemic of food allergies. Thank
you to Alex Furman, Steven Casper, Professor Sheena
Reilly, Professor David Thorburn, Dr Desiree du Sart
and Dr Jennifer Koplin for their hospitality.

Sacred Heart Mission: parliamentary visit
Mr SOUTHWICK — For 30 years Sacred Heart
Mission has operated in the heart of St Kilda helping
thousands of people to get back on their feet. It was a
pleasure to serve food to these people and to join with
other parliamentarians in serving the meal. The
members of Sacred Heart Mission do a wonderful job,
and I thank them for their kind invitation to join them at
this event.

Austin Hospital: emergency department
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I rise to raise
concerns with regard to my local hospital, the Austin
Hospital, and in particular I draw attention to an article
in the Heidelberg Leader this week entitled ‘Austin
feels the heat’, which says:
The Victorian health services performance report for the April
to June quarter showed several reductions in the time taken to
treat patients in the Austin’s emergency department when
compared to the January to March period.
The comparison highlighted several inefficiencies, including
a rise in the time the hospital spent on bypass from
19 to 55 hours.
It showed a drop in the percentage of patients moved from an
ambulance within 40 minutes from 77.5 per cent to 59.4 per
cent.
There was also a reduction in the number of patients
transferred to a bed from the emergency department within
8 hours, from 82 per cent to 72 per cent, while the median
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time taken to treat category 1, 2 and 3 patients rose from 5 to
12 minutes.

We all recall that under the previous Liberal
government led by Jeff Kennett the Liberal Party
sought to privatise and sell the Austin. It was only a
Labor government that was able to save the Austin
from privatisation and ensure that we invested
Victoria’s taxpayer funds in two new hospitals on the
one site, the Austin and Mercy hospitals.
It is also Labor that has had to protest and fight a strong
campaign with the community to secure the remaining
funds for the Olivia Newton-John Cancer and Wellness
Centre. We will continue to fight to make sure that
Victorians in the northern suburbs get the health care
they deserve.

Chunky Move: An Act of Now
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Victoria’s very
own contemporary dance company Chunky Move has
always wowed audiences, but it was all taken to another
level last week with the world premiere of a work by
new artistic director Anouk van Dijk, An Act of Now. It
was unbelievably thought provoking, original and
physical beyond all expectations. My congratulations
go to all involved.

University of the Third Age: Knox
Mrs VICTORIA — Yet another sensational array
of top-quality arts and crafts was recently on show at
the annual art show of U3A Knox, based in Ferntree
Gully. Year after year attendees are treated to a
consistent display of talent. Congratulations again to
Kath Brown and her team.

Chinese Association of Victoria: gala ball
Mrs VICTORIA — The Chinese Association of
Victoria is constantly updating its facilities and
planning ways to broaden what is on offer. The funds
are generated by members and sponsors, with the main
event being the gala ball. Well done to president Rex
Lai and all the organisers for putting on such a
successful night.

Australian National Academy of Music: soiree
Mrs VICTORIA — The Australian National
Academy of Music’s first-ever soiree was the most
delightful mix of brilliant young musicians, simply
stunning catering by the Sofitel Melbourne on Collins
and outstanding service, with waiting staff entirely
comprising Sofitel executive team members including
CEO Clive Scott and guest relations manager Terence
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Murphy. Congratulations to all those who support elite
musician training.

Catholic Regional College, Sydenham:
graduation ceremony

Arts Project Australia: Great Un Reveal

Ms HUTCHINS — I congratulate Catholic
Regional College, Sydenham, which conducted its year
12 graduation ceremony last night at St Patrick’s
Cathedral. Among those graduating were 100 Mowbray
College students who were taken on by the school. This
was an amazing effort by the college in what was a very
difficult situation. I wish the students and teachers of
Catholic Regional College all the best in their Victorian
certificate of education results in the years to come.

Mrs VICTORIA — The Great Un Reveal
exhibition opened at Arts Project Australia on the
weekend, and I encourage all MPs to familiarise
themselves with this wonderful place where artists with
disabilities have the opportunity to work in a supportive
environment.

Kyneton Museum: signage
Mrs VICTORIA — Well done to the Friends of the
Kyneton Museum on raising funds to erect professional
signage around the museum. It is a great achievement
for Ronda, Bronwyn and all at this wonderfully
charming and comprehensive regional treasure.

Overnewton Anglican Community College:
Keilor campus 25th anniversary
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise to congratulate
Overnewton Anglican Community College on its
outstanding 25th birthday celebration and awards night,
which I had the pleasure of attending on Monday night,
along with about 3000 parents and students.
The Overnewton Anglican Community College Keilor
campus opened in Melbourne’s north-west in 1987.
Over the past 25 years it has expanded across four
campuses and has made a real contribution to the
community and to the futures of kids in the north-west.
It deserves to be proud of that.
I would also like to acknowledge the work of Manny
Stamatopoulos, the outgoing board chairman.
Mr Stamatopoulos has been associated with the college
since 1992. His two sons are now old collegians. He
first served on the Parents and Friends Association,
including two years as chairperson, and was appointed
to the board in 2003. I commend and thank
Mr Stamatopoulos for his community service.
I also acknowledge the great performances by the Rock
Eisteddfod children and those who performed in the
Annie production number on Monday night. I
commend principal Jim Laussen on his years of service
and look forward to working with him in the future. I
also acknowledge Stephanie Steinhoff-Pino for her
great introduction to the night.

Girgarre Development Group: achievements
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — My congratulations go
to the small town of Girgarre. Two weeks ago Girgarre,
population 185, won the community group of the year
award at the 2012 Regional Achievement and
Community Awards in Bendigo. At the same time I
was thrilled to announce state funds for the Girgarre
Development Group of more than $22 000 to carry out
a feasibility study to determine the best use of land
assets gifted to the community by Heinz when it closed
its factory in January. I congratulate the Girgarre
community on its persistence and positivity. The future
certainly seems bright for this close-knit community.

Floods: category C recovery grants
Mr WELLER — I once again call on the federal
government to accept the Victorian government’s
application for category C payments of up to $25 000
for flood-affected Campaspe shire farmers, small
businesses and not-for-profit organisations. Campaspe
shire farmers are among hundreds across the state still
waiting for the federal government to honour its
category C commitment.
The Victorian state government is standing by and
waiting with a commitment to meet its 50 per cent
share of the outlay. Two months have passed since the
Deputy Premier met with the federal Attorney-General,
Nicola Roxon, and frankly, it is disappointing and
frustrating to not have an official response. The
importance of these grants cannot be overstated. The
financial support of up to $25 000 is vitally important to
enable farmers to clean up and help their recovery
process.
I echo the comments by Mr Ryan, the Leader of The
Nationals, that the federal government ought to put
aside all this messing around and simply do exactly
what we have done historically and make the payments
to farmers.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Victorian Goldfields Railway: funding
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I call on the
Liberal-Nationals government to allocate funding to the
historic Victorian Goldfields Railway in Maldon as a
matter of urgency. The VGR at Maldon is operated by
the Castlemaine and Maldon Railway Preservation
Society and is one of the most historic railway
operations in Victoria. It is a premier tourist attraction
in central Victoria and operates 18 kilometres of line
between Castlemaine and the classic old gold mining
town of Maldon. The VGR is committed to operating
and maintaining its heritage steam engines, diesels and
operating stock. It carries around 18 000 passengers per
year, and the entire operation is run by dedicated
volunteers.
The VGR finds itself in a difficult situation and now
requires funding to support its future viability. The
VGR needs funding for completion of its newly built
carriage shed at Castlemaine, requiring $55 000 for
water supply, fire services and secure fencing; the
transporting of 80 pounds of rail from a closed railway
at Bandiana to Maldon to re-rail approximately
8 kilometres of track from Maldon to Muckleford,
estimated at $65 000; $250 000 for restoration of
carriage 30BCPL for use as a carriage specially
designed to accommodate people with disabilities;
$250 000 for restoration of steam locomotive K160;
construction of an engine shed and locomotive
servicing facility at Castlemaine, estimated at $100 000;
restoration of steam locomotive D3 619, estimated at
$500 000; and assistance with the payout of its recent
loan for the purchase of a new track machine and
acquisition of hi-rail equipment for the machine,
totalling $280 000. The total amount of funding
required to help the VGR is $1.5 million. The future of
the VGR — —
The SPEAKER — Time!

Wallan-Kilmore bypass: former government
proposal
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I wish to draw to the
attention of the house the attempt by the shadow
Minister for Roads to divert attention away from his
party’s roads failures in my area when it was in
government. In particular I want to remind the shadow
minister about the former Labor government’s constant
dithering, its lack of consultation and its failures to
come up with a positive road solution in and around
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Kilmore. What Labor finally came up with was a lemon
in terms of livability and safety for this historic town.
There is no doubt that the horrendous traffic problem is
contributing to the destruction of the town’s vibe and
character. There is no doubt that to revive Kilmore the
traffic needs to be removed from the main street, which
is the Northern Highway. Labor’s solution to the
problem was a link road. The shadow minister has
conveniently forgotten that his government proposed to
build this road with three roundabouts, with the intent
to take through traffic, including heavy commercial
vehicles, past three school precincts, a nursing home
and a residential area, without the proposal being
subjected to public scrutiny and without any
environmental impact study. The effects of noise,
pollution, traffic volumes and dangerous goods on the
schools and residents were not considered.
However, Labor did not arrive at this horrendous
outcome easily. In 2007 it was noted that the issue of a
bypass had been studied and talked about endlessly to
no avail. Labor then proposed that a pedestrian haven
be painted on the road, and it considered 11 options put
forward by members of the community, drawing lines
on a map. They were all piecemeal options and a series
of temporary solutions. Where was the shadow
minister? Where was Ms Broad, a member for
Northern Victoria Region in the other place? Where
was the previous member?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

WorkSafe Victoria: certificates of capacity
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I have been provided with
an internal document from Allianz, an insurance agent
in the WorkCover scheme, which describes how
WorkCover certificates of capacity should be treated.
Concerns have been raised, particularly relating to how
claims will be deemed invalid in relation to the
diagnosis provided by medical practitioners. I have
raised this matter privately with the minister responsible
for WorkCover, the Assistant Treasurer, and I will seek
assurances from the minister that this document does
not represent a diminution of access to the WorkCover
scheme and a change in practice.
Injuries and the relationship between treating
physicians and WorkCover claimants is a very sensitive
area, and I would be very concerned if insurance
companies change their practice in such a way that it
would limit access to the scheme. I will seek an
assurance from the minister that this is not taking place.
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John Hall
Mr SCOTT — I mourn the passing of John Hall.
John Hall was a longstanding councillor at the City of
Preston. He served on the board of works. He was an
electorate officer for the former member for Preston,
Carl Kirkwood, a lifetime member of the Labor Party, a
migrant from the UK who built a successful family in
the northern suburbs of Melbourne and a strong trade
unionist.
John served the community over many years,
particularly through the local council but also in many
other capacities. He was a true servant of the
community who regarded social justice as his very
lifeblood. The community will sadly miss John Hall
and the contribution he made over many years to
building Preston. He had a particular role in the arts and
other matters in the northern suburbs.

Mordialloc neighbourhood house: annual
general meeting
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — It must be annual
general meeting season in my electorate, as not long
ago I attended the annual general meeting of the
Mordialloc neighbourhood house. It is a great
community neighbourhood house. Manager Steve and
the committee of governance do a wonderful job and
the centre is getting results. Projects like the men’s
shed, which the centre is trying to get up at the moment,
are great for the community.

Dingley Village Community Advice Bureau:
annual general meeting
Ms WREFORD — I recently attended the annual
general meeting of the Dingley Village Community
Advice Bureau. Victorian Health Services
Commissioner Beth Wilson was the guest speaker. It
was a gathering of very active members of the Dingley
community. I congratulate the team, under the watch of
chairman Tony Coyle, for all they do for the
community.

Mordialloc community centre: annual general
meeting
Ms WREFORD — A couple of weeks ago I had
the pleasure of attending the annual general meeting of
the Mordialloc community centre and presenting the
Roy Ward Scholarship. Firstly, congratulations to the
centre on its achievements under the leadership of the
president, Richard Newton, and the manager, Rebecca.
Secondly, well done to Olivia from Mentone Girls
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Grammar School for winning the scholarship. This is
Olivia’s second mention in this place from me.

Mentone Girls Secondary College: city project
Ms WREFORD — I was recently invited to attend
and assess the Mentone Girls Secondary College’s city
project. The year 9s brought forward some terrific ideas
on how to make our city even better. I congratulate all
involved, especially the year 9 students, on their
wonderful presentations.

Oakleigh: Pink Ribbon breakfast
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — I was pleased to host a
very successful Pink Ribbon breakfast in Oakleigh last
Tuesday morning. Nikki McGrath from BreastScreen
Victoria was our guest speaker and provided valuable
insight and information on the screening program and
how we can all spread the word to ensure that as many
women as possible participate in it. Janet Mitchelmore
from the Jean Hailes Foundation also attended and
provided information on women’s health. A special
thankyou to John and Sue Wilson from the Onion Patch
Bistro at the Oakleigh-Carnegie RSL, who provided the
delicious breakfast, and to the RSL for providing the
venue.
We had many raffle prizes following generous
donations from local businesses contributing to the
funds we were able to raise for breast cancer research.
Importantly all who attended, from local community
leaders to residents, left the breakfast with the message
that we all have a responsibility to encourage
involvement in breast screening by family and friends.

Relay for Life: Murrumbeena
Ms BARKER — Last weekend I was very proud to
be a member of the Wandaree Wanderers team, which
participated in the annual Relay for Life event at the
Duncan Mackinnon Reserve in Murrumbeena. Relay
for Life is an incredible overnight event that provides
an opportunity for family and friends to get together
with the community to celebrate cancer survivors,
remember loved ones lost to cancer and raise money to
fight against a disease that affects so many.
The Murrumbeena Relay for Life was the first to be
held in Australia when it started in 1999 and this year a
record number of teams were entered. With a goal of
raising $50 000 we were all thrilled to learn at 12 noon
on Sunday that just over $80 000 had been raised at the
event. Congratulations to Gemma Rix and the volunteer
organising committee for all their efforts, and well done
to all who entered teams. I commend the Haileybury
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College team which put in a massive effort to keep its
relay going for the full 24 hours. Thanks also to
Caroline, Jonathon and Claire from my office.

Hastings Yacht Club: season opening
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — On 6 October I had
the pleasure of attending the Hastings Yacht Club to
celebrate the opening of its 2012–13 sailing season.
This annual celebration includes going out on a
member’s yacht with the commodore and committee to
allow the club fleet to sail past and salute the
commodore. Any trip on beautiful Western Port is an
experience in itself, and I was grateful to have been
invited to participate.

Royal Botanic Gardens, Cranbourne: stage 2
opening
Mr BURGESS — On Friday, 19 October I joined
the Minister for Environment and Climate Change, the
Honourable Ryan Smith, in another beautiful part of
my electorate for the official opening of stage 2 of the
Royal Botanic Gardens, Cranbourne. This is the second
and final stage of the Australian garden. It is a unique
contemporary garden with dramatic landscape settings
which reveal the astonishing beauty of Australian flora.
It is a spectacular garden, and I congratulate the board
of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Cranbourne and all
associated with this wonderful and precious state asset
on the completion of the project.

Tyabb Football Netball Club: presentations
Mr BURGESS — On Friday, 19 October I had the
honour of attending the Tyabb Football Netball Club
presentation night. It was a great pleasure to attend and
to present some of the club’s awards on the night,
including the premiership pennant to the Tyabb
A-grade netball team. I congratulate all members of the
club, the award winners, and in particular the 2012
premiers.

Country Fire Authority: Moorooduc brigade
Mr BURGESS — On Saturday, 20 October I
attended the annual dinner of the Moorooduc fire
brigade. This year’s event was of even greater
importance as it was also a memorial to the sad passing
of the brigade’s Bette Jones, OAM. It was pleasing to
see the hardworking brigade members celebrating a
wonderful person’s life and another year of good work
on the part of the brigade. I congratulate the volunteers
of the Moorooduc Fire Brigade on their dedication to
the safety of their community.
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Chris Beattie
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to note the loss
of several true believers of the Labor movement in
recent weeks. Sadly Chris Beattie passed away after a
short illness, as many members of this house would be
aware, their having attended his funeral and lent
support to the honourable member for Yuroke at the
time of her tragic loss.
Chris was a fine man, a grassroots trade unionist in the
airline industry, a union organiser with the Australian
Services Union, state conference delegate to the
Australian Labor Party state conference and someone
with whom I worked directly for 10 years. His later role
as a WorkCover conciliator continued his work as a
champion for a fair go. Chris will be deeply and sadly
missed by so many, but none more so than the
honourable member for Yuroke. Union members owe
him a great debt for his service and work as an
organiser, a rank and file shop steward and, particularly
in his later years, as a WorkCover conciliator.

Mary Murray
Mr FOLEY — I also wish to note that Mary
Murray, who has sadly passed away and about whom I
have passed comment before, would have been very
proud today to see her work come to fruition in the
forthcoming bipartisan vote on the motion concerning
forced adoptions. Mary was subject to this terrible
tragedy in the 1960s and campaigned heavily to make
sure that this stand for justice occurred. She would have
been proud of the bipartisan approach today.

Michael Mixatos
Mr FOLEY — I also wish to mention that Michael
Mixatos, a hardworking Greek migrant and stalwart of
the Port Melbourne Greek community, recently passed
away and was laid to rest yesterday.

Numurkah: community events
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — Numurkah
recently hosted the Auswide Motorhome Club national
rally, with some 70 motorhomes set up at the
Numurkah Showgrounds. While the Numurkah
Foodbowl Music Festival was held at the weekend,
there was a gazetted public holiday yesterday in
recognition of the annual agricultural show, marking
125 years of the event. For a town that was hit so hard
by floods, it is terrific to see people back involved with
community events.
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Scouts: Cobram

Road safety: government policy

Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to Laura Buykx
and the Cobram scout pack for their continuous
community service. I was honoured to be a part of their
meeting last week and to listen to their aspirations while
they learnt about some of the workings of their local
member of Parliament. Scoutmasters Adrian Buykx
and Paul Grinter continue to provide wonderful
leadership so that members of this group can prosper
together.

Mr DONNELLAN — Another concern I have is
that after two years this government has still not
produced a road safety policy. The road toll is up by
4 per cent. That is nine more deaths than this time last
year, which is very tragic. We have stunts like the Talk
the Toll Down, which sounds more like a supermarket
advertisement, stickers and a new numberplate logo,
but we do not have a comprehensive road safety plan.
This government has rigor mortis and the Minister for
Roads is the finest purveyor of this inactivity. It is
disgraceful that we do not have a target to try to work
towards. We do not have comprehensive initiates to
deal with road safety and this government is very much
asleep at the wheel.

Yarrawonga Mulwala Multisport Festival
Mr McCURDY — On Sunday I had the honour of
presenting trophies to the winners at the inaugural
Yarrawonga Mulwala Multisport Festival on behalf of
the Minister for Sport and Recreation. This inaugural
but significant sporting event featured a range of
endurance events, including the National Aquathlon
Championship and the State Olympic Distance
Championships. I was delighted to present festival
organisers with a funding grant of $5000. Sporting
events such as these showcase our regions and local
sports facilities as we welcome competitors from across
Victoria and interstate. They also promote healthy,
active living and bring tourism to our towns —
everybody wins!

Wangaratta Festival of Jazz and Blues
Mr McCURDY — The Wangaratta Festival of Jazz
and Blues is running from 2 to 5 November this year,
offering an innovative and exciting program to delight
jazz lovers and enhance the festival’s reputation as
Australia’s no. 1 jazz event. Seriously good jazz
through the National Jazz Awards again feature, with
the traditional Reid Street free stage and a Sunday
market. Max White and his team will again assure a
fantastic event.

Wallan-Kilmore bypass: resident consultation
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I
again raise a concern that the Minister for Roads
refuses to meet with the Wallan-Kilmore Bypass
Group, even though 14 different invitations have been
extended to him from that group, and that is very sad.
He would not attend the bypass rally, and he was not
Robinson Crusoe, because neither would the member
for Seymour or Donna Petrovich, an upper house
member for Northern Victoria Region. Unfortunately
this group is being ignored by its local members.

Vocational education and training: federal
funding
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I rise today to talk
about the Gembrook electorate and the recent campaign
by the federal member for La Trobe. On a semiregular
basis the federal member for La Trobe has been
sending fliers out with the heading ‘Save Chisholm
TAFE from Baillieu and Abbott’. Now let me set the
facts straight and put on the line the truth surrounding
Chisholm Institute of TAFE in Berwick and see where
we end up. The Baillieu government has increased
funding in every apprenticeship in Victoria. We are
supporting TAFE courses with real job outcomes. The
Baillieu government is committed to a trade training
centre at Chisholm TAFE in Berwick to service one of
the fastest growing communities in Victoria. The
Baillieu government is committed to making our
vocational training sector sustainable into the future,
and I am positive that with the changes made we will
see a vibrant, healthy and sustainable vocational
training sector for many years to come.
However, the federal government has cut $150 million
from the Trade Training Centres in Schools program,
$11 million out of the Australian Apprenticeship
Access program and $54.1 million out of the Australian
Apprenticeships Incentives program. To top it off, the
federal member for La Trobe supports a cut of
$380 million in net funding for the Skills in Need
program. So whilst in Victoria we are encouraging,
promoting and funding more people to get into an
apprenticeship in the skills required to continue the
growth in our state, the member for La Trobe and the
Gillard government are trying to prevent young people
from accessing the opportunity of further education.
After taking more than $6 billion from the state in the
forward estimates, this latest round of cuts proves yet
again that the Prime Minister has no respect for the
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education system in this state, and the federal member
needs to stand up to her government.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Essendon Keilor College and Niddrie Primary
School: Fun Day Out
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — Last Saturday,
20 October, I attended two important community
events in the Niddrie electorate. In the morning I
attended a real old-fashioned fete, titled Fun Day Out,
jointly held on the grounds of Essendon Keilor College
and Niddrie Primary School. The weather was perfect,
and a fun day was had by all. However, underneath the
entertainment and fun for all ages was an important
message — our public schools need public investment.
Essendon Keilor College is a high-profile case of a
school in urgent need of attention, which is recognised
by all from the Minister for Education down, and all
concerned are eagerly waiting for some good news in
next year’s state budget.
Special mentions go to Jess Weston, Nicole Kotoski,
Sarah Patterson and Cynthia Ryan, the key organisers
behind the success of the Fun Day Out, and also to the
Rotary Club of Keilor East for its assistance on the day.
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Working holiday visas: fees
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — The federal Labor
government and the federal Treasurer are to be
condemned for their short-sighted decision to increase
the cost of working holiday visas by 28 per cent to
$360. This will have an immediate and disastrous
impact on Victorian growers in the Yarra Valley and
the Dandenongs, especially those in the Monbulk area,
by making it even more difficult for them to attract
pickers. It will deter backpackers and increase costs in a
highly competitive market — New Zealand has a much
lower visa fee of $125. The member for Monbulk
should stand up for his local farmers and contact the
federal Treasurer to have the increase reviewed.
Further to that, the cuts that were announced in the
so-called federal mini-budget earlier this week have
adversely impacted on the Victorian budget and state
funding in the areas of health and — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The time for statements by members has concluded.
We will return to government business.

TOBACCO AMENDMENT (SMOKING AT
PATROLLED BEACHES) BILL 2012
Second reading

Vietnamese Children’s Moon Lantern Festival
Mr CARROLL — On Saturday evening I had the
privilege of attending the Moon Lantern Festival at the
Centreway in Keilor East. This was a wonderful night
on which the growing Vietnamese population in the
Niddrie electorate was able to share its culture with the
local community in a healthy celebration of this
traditional children’s festival. The celebration included
lantern making, active children’s games, traditional and
cultural performances of storytelling and song and
dance, as well as a candle-lit lantern procession. The
traditional Vietnamese Children’s Moon Lantern
Festival is one of the most popular family holidays
celebrated in Vietnam. I wish to put on record my
thanks to the organisers and supporters of the festival:
the Vietnamese Arts Association, represented by Anh
Pham, Yvonne Moon from the Centreway Traders
Association, and Moonee Valley City Council,
represented by Cr Ange Kenos.
According to the Australian Bureau of Statistics the
local Vietnamese community in the Niddrie electorate
is now the third largest for country of origin and fourth
for language spoken at home. This leads to one
conclusion — the Moon Lantern Festival is set to grow
stronger year by year.

Debate resumed from 24 October; motion of
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports).
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I am pleased to
rise to speak in the debate on the Tobacco Amendment
(Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012. I think this is
one of the greatest initiatives the government has been
able to implement in recent times, because it will affect
so many people. When you are going to do something
healthy with your children — I have a nine-year-old
daughter who likes going to the beach when we have
time — the last thing you want to do is have that
beautiful, healthy family environment infected by
smoke and smokers, who have no idea of what they are
doing to the people around them and do not care. We
know that smoking is one of those awful habits, but
unfortunately it is not illegal, and I say that as a former
smoker. It is something we like to curb in public spaces,
and beaches should be one of those places. On the
passing of this bill, it will be.
Half of all long-term smokers will die from
smoking-related illnesses. One of the things we would
like to do is to discourage children from taking up
smoking in the future, and I will return to that in a
minute. We already have bans in place for smoking in
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enclosed areas — for example, in workplaces, which
includes bars and restaurants and the like — and for
smoking on school grounds. Smoking is also banned in
covered areas on train platforms, and at tram stops and
bus shelters. I would like that to be enforced more
effectively than it is, because I was at a tram stop
recently where somebody was standing under the
covered area and smoking. It was raining, but they were
still breaking the law. Another great initiative that has
been brought in since I was elected to Parliament is the
ban on adults smoking in cars if they are carrying
children as passengers.
We know that children are extremely impressionable.
Earlier I touched on the fact that I had been a smoker.
We know that children who see adults smoke are more
likely to take up smoking if they see it as a normal thing
to do. I gave up smoking — I cannot even remember
how many years ago; it must have been 14 or 15 —
cold turkey when my beautiful goddaughter Amelia
was at my house for her second birthday. Her
grandmother and I were good friends. I never smoked
in my house, but we sat out on the back porch and we
were smoking.
As I took the cigarette from my mouth to the ashtray
this two-year-old was watching me, and she watched
my hand go backwards and forwards. At the time I said
to her grandmother, Carol, ‘This isn’t right. I shouldn’t
be doing this in front of Melie’, and that was the last
cigarette I took. I went inside and I thought, ‘How
stupid am I? If I’m thinking that this is not a good thing
for me to be teaching Amelia, it is probably not a good
thing for me either’. I put my cigarettes in the bin and
have not had another one since. It would be lovely if
everybody could do that, but not everybody can. I have
got to say that I do not crave cigarettes at all.
One of the things I remember as a child is that my
mother was a smoker. I remember her smoking in the
house, the car and wherever we were. I wonder if that
had some impression on me. My mother and I were
extremely close while she was alive. I also remember
that we lived close to Elwood Beach, and one of the
worst things I remember from when I was growing up
and into my teen years is the number of butts that were
left all over the beach. There was not just the smell of
smoke — and as a hay fever sufferer I can say that
inhaling smoke is one of the worst things that can
happen to you on a hay fever day; it can bring on lots of
sneezing fits — but also the sand was polluted with
butts. Knowing that they would not disintegrate or
break down and that they were polluting our waterways
was not a good thing. I think this ban is an extremely
positive step, and I will come to the practicalities of it in
a minute.

4763

I am delighted to say that pretty well all the initiatives
that have gone through the house on smoking-related
topics have had bipartisan support, which is as it should
be, and I am very pleased. I am sure that the opposition
will be able to continue that tradition. We have lots of
evidence on what smoking does to people, to the
community and to health.
Of course all the reforms that we are introducing here in
Victoria are based on evidence; they are not just things
we think we might arbitrarily do. This one is certainly
not to do with money. We are hoping it will be fairly
well self-regulating. The maximum penalty that a local
council officer can impose upon an adult smoker on the
beach is 1 penalty unit. I think that is around about
$140-odd. If they do not stop smoking when asked to,
they can be fined a second time, so they can incur a
maximum fine of about $280-odd. It is not a huge fine,
but hopefully what will happen is that people around
them will say, ‘Have a look at the sign. Don’t you
know? Haven’t you seen on the internet? Haven’t you
seen the ads? You are not allowed to smoke in this
patrolled area of the beach’. Hopefully that is what will
happen and people will self-regulate in this manner.
We have nearly 70 patrolled beaches here in Victoria,
and our coastline is one of our greatest assets. We want
everybody to be able to enjoy it. Certainly the ban will
stop families from being exposed to cigarette smoke,
and hopefully it will stop younger, more impressionable
people from being influenced in a decision to take up
smoking later in life.
Whenever we are doing something healthy obviously
the best thing to do is have an entirely healthy
environment. I cannot say a Madonna concert is
healthy, but I do remember being at the MCG for a
Madonna concert many years ago. People around us
were smoking — this was before smoking was banned
there — so even though the MCG was roofless and
obviously had plenty of fresh air, the smoke was still
setting off the hay fever. It was quite awful, and a
couple of the people who were in the group that I went
with went home as a result of the people around us
smoking. Thank goodness places like the MCG banned
smoking.
We are not the first state to introduce such legislation,
but I do believe this is the best legislation of its kind. It
is enforceable, whereas some of the legislation in other
states is far less enforceable. In Queensland they
introduced this in 2005, in Western Australia in 2010
and in Tasmania earlier this year. We have certainly
undertaken plenty of consultation as to what people
might think of this initiative. It is really amazing when
you do a survey of the general populace. The Centre for
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Behavioural Research in Cancer did a survey within the
last couple of years and found that 73.6 per cent of
Victorian adults disapproved of smoking on beaches.
This is a very good reaction from this government,
saying, ‘This is not a good thing. We need to be able to
keep control of this’, so here is the initiative before the
house.
I talked about consultation, and we have approached the
Municipal Association of Victoria, Quit Victoria, the
Cancer Council of Victoria, the Heart Foundation, the
Australian Medical Association Victoria, Life Saving
Victoria, the Surfrider Foundation, Surfing Victoria and
all those sorts of bodies. Of course they are all delighted
that this will help clean up the beaches and also be a
deterrent to those who might want to smoke.
We are going to back this up; we are going to make
sure people know about this. It will be in place for this
summer, and people will hear about this through
communication campaigns. The media will hopefully
pick this up as a very positive thing. There will be peer
influence, so the news will be spread around. There will
be education, and most importantly there will be
permanent signs erected. Those signs, although
permanent — they will be there all year round — will
also explain, I believe, that smoking is banned between
the yellow and red lifesaving flags only when those
flags are present. So, for example, if you went down to
Elwood Beach and the flags were not there in the
middle of winter, then that ban would not be in place; it
is simply when the flags are there.
From a practical point of view there is a 50-metre
radius around each flag, which does extend into the
water. That is really important because you certainly do
not want anybody flouting the law and saying, ‘All
right, I can’t light up on the beach, but I will just go and
stand knee-deep’, which is where children play
traditionally. This does take in the water area, which I
think is incredibly sensible. I do not think that is the
occurrence in other states, so I commend the Minister
for Health on the initiative in this bill and also on
making sure that it is a bill that is enforceable. I think
this is fantastic. We know that smoking impacts
severely on our health-care system, our community, our
families and of course the economy. This is a great
initiative, and I wish this bill a very speedy passage
through both houses.
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I rise to speak on this bill,
which Labor does not oppose. We acknowledge that
there are public health benefits associated with the
introduction of the bill, but quite frankly we would not
want to overstate them in the sense that the work in the
battle against tobacco and the addiction to nicotine is a
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responsibility for the entire community. It is something
that government should go about rigorously and
diligently while recognising that anything it can do to
reduce the number of smokers in our community
materially advantages the health and wellbeing of our
community.
We do not oppose the bill, but I would not overstate its
effect. I was interested to hear the comments of the
member for Bayswater that this is one of the greatest
initiatives we have been able to achieve in recent times.
Clearly the bar has not been set particularly high by this
government about what constitutes a great
achievement. This bill is one of a number of bills that
have been introduced in recent times aimed at dealing
with tobacco reduction in broad areas of the community
and also at reducing addiction to it and the insidious
impact it has upon the wellbeing of community
members, particularly those less capable of giving
informed consent when it comes to their exposure to
smoking.
We have seen amendments included in the Tobacco
Act 1987 relating to smoking in cars with children, a
ministerial ban on certain tobacco and tobacco-related
products, a ban on tobacco sales from temporary
outlets, increased and new penalties and a ban on the
display of tobacco products at point of sale with an
exemption for on-airport duty-free shops. Time and
again we have seen government after government,
regardless of their political persuasion, being able to put
in place the necessary adjustments and improvements
to the way that tobacco is accessible, available and
restricted in the broader community.
It is important that this happen, but I do not know if I
would say it is one of the greatest initiatives of recent
times. I see it as the diligent, rigorous and appropriate
action that government needs to go about to
progressively reduce the level of addiction to smoking.
Nicotine is one of the most addictive drugs known to
man, and it is therefore important that dramatic action
be taken.
As the son of two smokers, I was constantly amazed by
the change in community mores around smoking.
Although I have five siblings, not one of us has
smoked, despite the fact that both my parents did. I
have seen the insidious effects that tobacco has had
upon my family — for example, I saw my father die of
vascular dementia and arteriosclerotic injuries, and I
have seen my mother struggle with emphysema,
although she continues in relatively good health.
Tobacco touches everybody in our community. We all
know somebody who has smoked for a considerable
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period of time, and we all wish good health for those
we love. Tobacco addiction is something we should do
everything we can to restrict, particularly when it
comes to those in our community who are unable to
provide informed consent or who are unwilling or
unwitting recipients of second-hand or side-stream
smoke. It is important for the wellbeing of the
community.
We are getting results. We have seen smoking amongst
adults reduced from 17.3 per cent to 13.8 per cent of
Victorian adults. Smoking amongst pregnant women
has been reduced by 50 per cent, from 9.3 per cent to
4.7 per cent. The community is becoming increasingly
wise about and aware of the health implications of
smoking addiction. Changes of this nature represent
good policy, but let us not overblow the practical
significance of this bill. Step by step, change by change,
we need to look at a continual progression towards a
community that has a clear and unambiguous view
about the unacceptability of subjecting others to
nicotine, particularly those who are uninformed or
incapable of providing consent, and that ensures that
they are protected by the community and by legislation.
The bill before the house amends the Tobacco Act 1987
to ban smoking between the flags at patrolled beaches
and within a 50-metre radius of those flags. I have
concerns, which I will raise for the minister to look at,
about the way these provisions will operate. It could
well be a practicality of the way that statutory
expression is applied, but new section 5RA(1)(a)
provides for a ban between yellow and red flags and
new section 5RA(1)(b) talks about a 50-metre radius
around each of the flags. If you think about the
practicality of those two restrictions, they do not
necessarily create a substantial area.
For example, if we are talking about flags that are more
than 100 metres apart, then we will have areas within
those two flags that are therefore not the subject of
prohibition. I am not sure that will be the case in
practice, and I am prepared to stand corrected if there is
some advice from government about it, but if you are
talking about an area, I believe that area should be more
clearly defined. We would not want to have too many
Philadelphia lawyers sitting on a beach between flags
more than 100 metres apart, away from the point
between the two flags, saying, ‘The law does not
prohibit me from doing this’. I think it is worthwhile,
for the purposes of clarity — —
Mr O’Brien — Between the yellow flags or the
50-metre radius.
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Mr PALLAS — I thank the minister at the table, the
Minister for Gaming, for saying it is ‘or’, but the
problem is that between the flags is a straight line and
does not define an area. That is the point I am making. I
am not trying to make a great issue of this, but the
legislation may need to be considered in that context. I
do not imagine there will be too many people standing
on a beach with a copy of the Tobacco Amendment
(Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Act 2012 seeking to
absolve themselves from culpability — or maybe
certain people who have great affection for their right to
smoke at all times. The important thing is that the bill
sends a message — a continuing, consistent and
bipartisan message — that smoking should be restricted
in areas of public access and that there should be a
progressive reduction in exposure for those members of
the community who cannot provide informed consent
or do not provide informed consent because of the
circumstances in which those proximate to them
participate in the activity of smoking, an activity that
we know unambiguously has a deleterious effect upon
one’s health.
The enforcement of the ban will be the responsibility of
local councils. Existing local government environment
officers will fine people for breaching the ban, and the
penalty units, which are currently equivalent to $141,
send a clear and appropriate message. I note that the
ban will take effect from 1 December this year. That
being the start of the swimming season, and the ban
applying to both ocean and river beaches to the extent
that they are patrolled in this way, will ensure that the
community is given a very strong message about the
continuing intent and direction of public policy in this
area, which is to restrict access and ultimately reduce
the level of nicotine addiction in our community.
The bill is therefore a valuable piece of public policy.
However, I do not see that it should be overblown in
terms of its quality or importance. It is just a diligent
piece of public administration. It should be seen as the
sort of thing that government does day to day in order
to protect and preserve the wellbeing of the population.
Having said that, I will end my contribution to the
debate on the bill.
Mr BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
rise to speak in support of the Tobacco Amendment
(Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012. As my father
and grandfather were smokers, I certainly remember as
a youngster growing up that back in those days
smoking was considered aloof and noble. You would
watch TV and see the Marlboro Man on horseback and
Paul Hogan espousing the catchcry of ‘Anyhow, have a
Winfield’. It was easy as a young person to get caught
up in that and come to the conclusion that in some way
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smoking was a bit cool. I can remember as a relatively
young boy stealing my older brother’s packet of
cigarettes to go and have a smoke with my mates and
be very popular amongst them.
However, I must say that since I have known better,
smoking is something I have never really understood
people partaking of. It presents enormous health risks
and is particularly financially burdensome on families,
and on top of that it can have detrimental impacts on
those around you. Speaking from a father’s perspective,
it is for those reasons that no parent wants their child to
grow up to be a smoker, and some startling figures
support this notion.
Figures suggest that smoking claims around 4000 lives
each year in Victoria. It remains the leading avoidable
cause of cancers as well as of a whole range of other
diseases, including respiratory and cardiovascular
diseases, and of general health problems. The stark
reality is that half of all long-term smokers will die of a
smoking-related illness. As I said, young children are
very impressionable and see what is occurring as a
commonplace in the community at large to be
acceptable behaviour. Seeing people smoke while
socialising, having fun and chatting increases their
belief that this is acceptable behaviour. Therefore it is
important that we take on the responsibility of sending
the right messages to our children. To make sure they
do not become tomorrow’s smokers we need a change
of standards in our behaviour that will then be reflected
to them; we cannot allow them to grow up to see
smoking as an everyday, normal part of life. Children
must understand that smoking is both highly addictive
and harmful to health.
I note the comments of the member for Bayswater
about when the penny dropped for her and how she was
able to give away smoking instantly. I commend her for
that and note that it is the type of attitude we need to get
into the wider community. In line with these comments
I am very pleased and proud as a parent and as a
VicHealth board member that this government is
making Victoria’s patrolled beaches smoke free from
1 December 2012. As we know, beaches are a very
important part of summer life and nowhere more so
than in my electorate of Gippsland East. They are very
popular with children and families enjoying the great
outdoors on holidays and during healthy outdoor
activities, so there is some irony that when we go to
beaches on the weekend with our families, we put on
the hat, slap on the sunscreen and take precautions
against skin cancer-type diseases but then a percentage
of people will sit down and light up a cigarette in close
proximity to their own children and those of others.
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Through banning smoking on beaches we protect
Victorian families from exposure to second-hand
smoke, but more importantly we stop our children from
seeing people smoke and sending that message. We
also reduce the environmental damage of cigarette butts
being littered everywhere around our beaches.
Unfortunately a large number of smokers on our
beaches do not remove their cigarette butts. You only
have to walk along our beaches to see that; they are not
too hard to find.
Smoking will be banned between the flags and within
50 metres of the flags on patrolled beaches, including
bayside and seaside beaches, and even up in the far
north-west of our state, where the riverside beaches at
Mildura will be brought in under this legislation. It will
be introduced across the length and breadth of Victoria,
and I am obviously very supportive of that. Statewide
bans have already been introduced in Queensland and
Western Australia, and as we heard from the member
for Ferntree Gully in his contribution yesterday, they
were introduced in Tasmania earlier this year. This
reform brings Victoria into line with those states.
In my electorate of Gippsland East there are three main
patrolled beaches. They are at Mallacoota, Eastern
Beach and the main beach at Lakes Entrance. They are
very popular beaches, and I am frequently at the two
beaches in Lakes Entrance with my family. There are a
lot of activities going on with nippers. There are
organised activities and a lot of social and recreational
activities at those beaches, so a high percentage of
families visit them and we need to be sending the right
messages to them when they are swimming between
the flags. Whilst my wife and I know better, and a
number of other adults know better, I look forward to
taking my three children to those surf beaches this
summer knowing that they will not be getting mixed
messages about smoking from those around us.
No-smoking signs will be erected at beaches to remind
people of the ban and of their responsibilities, and we
will obviously have an extensive communication
campaign around this to inform people. I think this is
the type of legislation that in time will become
self-governing; socially and community-wise it will
become well known that smoking between the flags at
beaches is not appropriate. However, for smokers who
want to ignore the new legislation there will be
on-the-spot fines of $141 that may increase to $700 if
the matter goes to court. That is an appropriately stern
and stiff fine as we introduce this measure, but to
ensure that people do not get caught by surprise it is
important that the communication campaign goes along
with it.
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At a cost of $6 billion a year, smoking-related illnesses
not only impact on our lifestyles but are a massive
burden on our health-care system, on families, on the
community and on the economy, particularly with lost
productivity, which has been well documented in the
past. I acknowledge that historically there has been a lot
of bipartisan support for reforms related to smoking,
and I am sure this government will continue to
implement those reforms over the course of this term.
Almost $8 million is allocated to tobacco control in
Victoria each year through the Department of Health
and the Victorian Health Promotion Foundation. That is
a great example of the problems that smoking causes in
our community and the health issues that arise as a
result of it. One in seven Victorians is now a regular
smoker — a figure that has dropped significantly over
recent years — but clearly more work needs to be done
to improve that percentage. As I said, we need to ensure
that our children of today do not become our smokers
of tomorrow, and this bill certainly helps to send that
message.
Smoking rates are still too high among lower
socioeconomic groups — the very people who
probably cannot afford to be smoking — and too many
adolescents and young children continue to take up
smoking. I am often quite alarmed at the number of
young people I still see smoking in certain areas. The
Baillieu government will continue to introduce new
tobacco control reforms in Victoria over time, and our
goal is clearly to protect the next generation of
Victorians and our children.
There have been significant changes in standards in
relation to smoking, and I note that this legislation has
been strongly supported by Life Saving Victoria, Quit
Victoria, VicHealth and the Australian Medical
Association. As recently as last week I was talking to
members of my Lakes Entrance surf lifesaving club and
explaining to them that the legislation was coming
before the house. Some of the lifesavers who patrol the
very beaches on which this legislation will impact were
absolutely delighted that this measure was being
introduced. They said smoking on patrolled beaches
clearly sends the wrong message. They know that
utilising our public beaches carries the message of a
healthy and active lifestyle, and smoking between the
flags flies in the face of the clear and strong message
that we should be giving to the next generation. This is
important, common-sense legislation, and I wish it a
speedy passage.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — It gives me pleasure to rise
to speak on the Tobacco Amendment (Smoking at
Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012. As mentioned by a
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number of other members, but specifically the member
for Tarneit, there has been an incremental and cultural
shift in the attitude towards smoking. Several pieces of
legislation have limited public places at which smoking
can occur, and in addition we have seen the
introduction of plain packaging for cigarette packets.
The federal government should be commended for the
legal victory it has had in relation to plain packaging
and the provision of health warnings on cigarette
packets. All of these measures have been due to a
realisation of the highly detrimental nature of smoking
on a person’s health.
There is a bipartisan view that smoking is a serious
issue with very negative consequences for the
community. Nicotine is an addictive substance which,
particularly for young people, is extraordinarily difficult
to give up, as indeed it is at any age. It should be noted
that the negative impact of tobacco and particularly
smoking was observed way back when smoking was
introduced into Western culture in the 1600s. I would
not usually quote from the Stuarts, since many of the
parliamentary institutions which we enjoy today
essentially arose in opposition to the attitudes of the
Stuart monarchs in England, but in 1604, in A
Counterblaste to Tobacco, the evils of smoking were
quite well summed up by James I of England, who
defined smoking as:
… a custom loathsome to the eye, hateful to the nose, harmful
to the brain, dangerous to the lungs, and in the black, stinking
fume thereof, nearest resembling the horrible stygian smoke
of the pit that is bottomless.

Smoking is a terrible blight on our community and is
particularly injurious to people. As mentioned by the
previous speaker, it is costing the lives of
4000 Victorians per year, and we should reflect on
that — 4000 persons are struck down prematurely and
taken from the community due to smoking. It would be
beneficial over time for further legislation to be
introduced on this issue, and I am sure this will not be
the last piece of legislation that appears before the
Parliament regulating smoking in public places or other
places, because this is an issue where the community is
slowly making up its mind. Others have noted, and
indeed I have noted over my lifetime, the changing
attitudes towards smoking, which was much more
socially acceptable in earlier times.
When I was younger there were no restrictions on
smoking on trains and in aeroplanes, forms of
communication and public places. Even in politics there
is often reference to a smoke-filled room, but in my
experience in recent years there are not smoke-filled
rooms because people generally do not smoke, and
even around Parliament the number of smokers has
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declined rapidly in recent years. I will not name them,
but there are a number of long-term and continuing
smokers in the Parliament whom you will see puffing
away in the parliamentary gardens. But the attitude has
slowly changed due to the realisation of the harmful
effects of smoking and the tragedy of lives cut short and
persons left fighting very serious illnesses such as
emphysema and dementia. I will not list all the negative
health impacts of smoking because they are well
known, but I hope there will continue to be bipartisan
support for this issue.
On a less bipartisan note, the Labor Party has made a
determination not to accept donations from tobacco
companies, and I welcome others joining that stand
because I do not think tobacco companies should be
influencing the decisions of anyone through donations.
I am not suggesting that that is occurring, and in fact
the legislation represents the continuation of bipartisan
regulation of tobacco smoking, but it would be useful if
all parties refused to accept donations from tobacco
companies.
The regulation of smoking in the bill is not opposed by
the opposition. I hope there will be a continued
bipartisan view that smoking needs continued
regulation and that we need to ensure that fewer
persons smoke, particularly fewer young people, and
that the health impacts of smoking are reduced over
time in the community, hopefully more rapidly than has
occurred in the past.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to speak
in support of the Tobacco Amendment (Smoking at
Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012. The purpose of the bill is
contained in clause 1, and it is a very clear and concise
purpose. It reads:
The purpose of this act is to amend the Tobacco Act 1987 to
ban smoking between the flags at patrolled beaches and
within a 50 metre radius of each of those flags.

It is a very simple purpose. I note that clause 2 talks
about the commencement of this particular bill, and it
will be effective from 1 December 2012. It is a very
good thing for our broader community that this
legislation is not only going through this place and the
other place but that it will take effect by the time the
peak of the summer season on the beaches of Victoria
comes to pass. Clause 3 inserts new sections 5RA and
5RB, which contain all of the details of the new
legislation as it stands, but I will not go into that at this
stage.
In terms of the background to the bill, we all know in
this place and probably in most places that smoking is
very deleterious for one’s health. Sadly, approximately
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4000 Victorians perish each year as a result of
smoking-related illnesses. It is the leading avoidable
cause of cancer and respiratory, cardiovascular and
other diseases, so it has a huge impact on the broader
community, not only in terms of the personal impact,
which is so tragic in any of those individual
circumstances where someone passes away as a result
of any of those afflictions, but also from an economic
point of view in terms of the cost to the community, the
cost to the health system and the loss of productivity to
business and throughout the broader economy of the
state.
It is a very serious matter from all angles and one that
we as a government need to take very seriously. I
should note in passing that we have bipartisan support
on this, which is a great thing. We should do everything
we can to discourage smoking in the broader
community. I note also that in 2011 the percentage of
regular smokers in the Victorian community was
14.4 per cent, or basically one in seven people, which
was down quite dramatically from 1998, when it was
about 21.2 per cent, and 1987, when it was
approximately 30 per cent. It shows that with effort and
focused attention, an impact can be made on the rate of
smoking in the population, and that is an excellent
thing.
Back in 1987 the government of the day enacted the
Tobacco Act 1987 which did a number of things, but in
particular it set up the Victorian Health Promotion
Foundation, otherwise known as VicHealth, of which I
am fortunate to be a current board member. It has been
one of the pivotal organisations in Victoria in
addressing matters to do with the adverse effects of
tobacco on the broader community and certainly on
people’s health. The initiatives and the programs
undertaken by VicHealth and others, including the Quit
campaign, which is a very well-recognised campaign
that has been run successfully in this state for a very
long time, are all things the community can be very
grateful for.
There have been a range of other control initiatives over
recent years, including restrictions on the advertising,
sale and consumption of tobacco, as well as advertising
promoting antismoking messages directly and
telephone counselling services, and a whole range of
other mechanisms. This bill is a further step in the
progression of positive ways to discourage the
community from participating in this pastime. This
reform will reinforce the existing tobacco control
measures in Victoria and endeavour to further reduce
the prevalence of smoking.
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The legislation relates to smoking at patrolled beaches.
I can remember very clearly that as a child we
holidayed regularly on the Mornington Peninsula, and
along with my mates, one of my pastimes when we
were waiting to go swimming or doing other things was
to collect cigarette butts on the beach, which, looking
back at it now, was a bizarre thing to do. We used to
gather them up and examine the tobacco. We were
fascinated with the whole thing because the beach was
littered with cigarette butts. That is something we
certainly would not want our children to be involved
with these days, and this reform will have a direct
impact by alleviating the problem in the area between
the flags at patrolled beaches.
An important aspect of this legislation is to send a clear
message to the next generation of Victorians that
smoking should not be normalised in any way. In other
words, when people go to the beach to undertake
recreational pursuits, which are very wholesome
activities, including swimming and other things, to see
people smoking between the flags flies in the face of
the healthy lifestyle and healthy pursuits that are being
undertaken. This legislation is a positive step in relation
to those activities.
In Victoria there are around 70 patrolled beaches along
the coastline and as we all know, during the course of
the beautiful Victorian summer, they will be
chock-a-block with families and young children. All
being well, the legislation will be effective from
1 December and that will send a very clear message to
the community.
The ban will not only send that message to children but
it will also prevent families from being exposed to
cigarette smoke during their leisure time as they lie on
the beach or swim between the flags. As other members
have mentioned, this restriction extends into the water
and that is a very sensible thing. As a previous speaker
has mentioned, we do not want smokers wading out
into the water and smoking in the shallows, which is
where most of the very young children will be. It is
very important that the restriction extends into that
vicinity.
We all know about the issues surrounding second-hand
smoke, and so it is important not only to protect
children and others from seeing people smoking
between the flags but also from becoming victims of
the second-hand smoke ensuing from anyone smoking
in their vicinity. As I said before, it will also reduce the
litter on the beaches in terms of discarded butts.
Denormalising this pastime is a key aspect of the
legislation, and it is important for us, as a government
and as a Parliament, to send the clear message to the

4769

community that going to the beach is a healthy outdoor
activity for all Victorians and that the beach is not the
place to smoke.
I note also that statewide smoking bans on beaches
were introduced in Queensland in 2005, in Western
Australia in 2010 and in Tasmania earlier this year.
This reform brings Victoria into line with the
smoke-free patrolled beaches that residents in those
places enjoy.
There has been strong support in Victoria for a ban on
smoking at beaches. A 2010 survey by the Centre for
Behavioural Research in Cancer found that 73.6 per
cent of Victorian adults disapproved of smoking on
beaches. There has been support from various
organisations such as Quit Victoria, the Cancer Council
Victoria, VicHealth, the Heart Foundation, the
Australian Medical Association, Life Saving Victoria
and so on, which is important to us, as legislators.
In conclusion, I congratulate the minister on his work in
this area, and I commend the bill to the house.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It gives me great
pleasure to make a brief contribution to the
second-reading debate on the Tobacco Amendment
(Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012. The purpose
of this amendment bill is to prohibit smoking between
the flags at patrolled beaches — the red and yellow
flags — and within a 50-metre radius of each flag. It is
intended that this smoking ban will further limit the
exposure of children and families to second-hand
smoke, denormalise smoking, minimise the littering of
cigarette butts and improve public amenity at patrolled
beaches in Victoria.
I say at the outset that Labor does not oppose the bill. It
springs from a long line of bipartisan legislation that
has come before the house. Consultation in August
2008 found overwhelming public support for the
legislative reforms that the then Labor government
introduced. There has also been a cultural shift in our
attitudes to smoking. Once upon a time it was the
normal thing to smoke; now it is not the normal thing.
After the conflicts of World War I and World War II
returned servicemen were given cigarettes as a
therapeutic product to help them get over what we now
know as post-traumatic stress disorder. They were told,
‘This will help you along the way; it will calm you
down’. Many of those ex-servicemen died from the
effects of smoking rather than from post-traumatic
stress disorder.
I have a couple of small concerns about the bill. I note
that the ban will take effect from December this year
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and that enforcement of the ban will be the
responsibility of the relevant local councils. Local
government environmental health officers will fine
people breaching the ban 1 penalty unit or $141. It
seems to me that more and more legislative reform is
being targeted towards local government enforcement.
We recently saw local government being asked to
collect the new fire services levy. I am a bit concerned
about that shifting of responsibility to local
government.
I understand the Department of Health will provide
local government with funding for the communications
strategy to alert the public about the new rules. As I
said earlier, the ban will take effect from December —
in time for the summer season, as has been pointed out
by others. I hope some work has been done on the
communications strategy, because it is a very short time
away. We are now at the end of October, and that really
gives local government only four weeks to come up
with that communications strategy. While I understand
you cannot pre-empt the bill’s passage through both
houses, I hope some thought has been given to that
communications strategy.
As I said earlier, our attitudes to smoking have changed
a great deal in recent years. Anybody who has visited
countries that do not have strict antismoking laws,
which we have here, will know the unpleasantness of
sitting down to dinner with smoke being blown all over
the restaurant and then going home with their hair and
clothes smelling of cigarette smoke. It is quite
off-putting. I hope other countries learn from the
remarkably successful strategy we have had here. Some
organisations would like us to go a bit further with this,
but it is important that we take the community along
with us on this journey. The Australian Medical
Association, the Heart Foundation, Cancer Council
Victoria and Quit Victoria have supported this
legislation. They would like to see further bans
introduced, and that may occur at another time.
One of the bans I would like to see introduced concerns
my electorate. Everybody who has travelled will know
that you cannot smoke on a plane any more — smoking
used to be allowed on aeroplanes — and there is no
smoking in the terminal. When you come out through
the electronic doors at Melbourne Airport you are
confronted by a big blue haze. You feel as if you have
to get a knife to cut through the cigarette smoke at
times. It is also really unsightly to have cigarette butts
all over the place near the airport doors. Perhaps some
work could be done in that area with some of those
organisations and with Melbourne Airport, which I
know is always keen to improve the airport and its
surrounds for passengers.
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As I said at the outset, Labor does not oppose the bill,
but it is important that if we are going to consider
further antismoking bills, we take the community along
with us. That has been demonstrated with this bill, and I
am sure it will be in the future. With those few remarks,
I conclude my contribution and wish the bill a speedy
passage.
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — I am certainly pleased to
rise to speak on the Tobacco Amendment (Smoking at
Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012. I am very proud to be a
member of a government that is introducing this
legislation. I am proud of the initiative not only for
myself but because people within my community spend
a lot of time on the beach; it is part of our electorate and
part of something we really enjoy doing. With four sons
and a large extended family, I think this is something
we can be very proud of.
We are committed as a government to tackling smoking
in Victoria. As I said earlier, this is common-sense
legislation. It is sending a clear message that smoking is
not good for our health and not good for our
community’s health. We have heard earlier speakers
mention the statistic that close to 4000 deaths occur
every year as a result of smoking and smoking-related
illnesses, and that is just in Victoria.
By amending the Tobacco Act 1987 this bill will ban
smoking between the flags and within 50 metres of the
flags on all patrolled beaches in Victoria from
1 December 2012. I believe the first day of summer,
which is when the changes will be implemented, is
appropriate timing. The opening of the season for all
the different sailing clubs, motorboat clubs and
lifesaving clubs is currently happening, and it looks like
we will have a very warm summer. Families will be out
and about, enjoying beaches, so the timing of this
legislation is very appropriate.
Victorian governments have already accomplished a lot
in terms of smoking reforms in our state, and this is just
another important step in tackling smoking and trying
to drive down the numbers of smoking-related illnesses
and deaths. Similar bans are already in place in
Queensland, Western Australia and Tasmania, and they
are working well. I am pleased to hear that with these
bans on smoking on beaches that are already in place,
people at the beaches are self-regulating the bans. They
work well because it becomes second nature that people
know they are not to smoke in that area.
The issue of smoking is a work in progress, and it is all
about changing attitudes and lifestyles. Just as people
now are used to not smoking in restaurants, pubs, clubs
and cars, I am hoping that very soon no smoking on
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patrolled beaches will also become part of the norm and
something we just do automatically. We have
witnessed smoking trends decline, especially since
2005. There have been quite a few strategies
implemented to control tobacco use, and they are
working, which I am delighted to see. We have had
positive results in reducing smoking rates, and I
commend Quit Victoria for all the terrific work it does.

We acknowledge that many thousands of Victorian babies
were taken from their mothers, without informed consent, and
that this loss caused immense grief.

There is nothing worse than being at the beach and
having the fresh air tainted by people smoking around
you. It is not fair that individuals should be subjected to
second-hand smoke, or passive smoking, while they are
trying to enjoy the outdoors, including beaches.

To the mothers and fathers who were denied the opportunity
to love and care for your children, and the pain and trauma
you experienced, we are deeply sorry.

Just before I came into the chamber this morning I was
having a chat to Piper from Patterson Lakes. Piper has
been here on a visit this morning. Piper is in grade 5,
and I was very interested to hear her views on this.
Piper agreed that this is really good legislation. It is
going to send a much healthier message to people in the
community — that is, that smoking is not healthy. I was
very happy to have a chat to Piper on her visit this
morning.
I have also spoken to many residents in the community
about this while I have been going for my walk on the
beach in the morning or just chatting to people out and
about. They also believe this is good legislation. People
will self-regulate, and I have spoken to the local
councils as well because they will be responsible for
enforcement. They are supportive of this legislation.
Residents in the Carrum electorate are very fortunate to
have a total of six beaches: Aspendale, Edithvale,
Chelsea, Bonbeach, Carrum and the Seaford foreshores.
Beaches in the Carrum electorate play a major role in
the lives of my constituents; not only do they benefit
my constituents but the magnificent foreshore also
attracts many visitors to the region every year.
The SPEAKER — Order! Pursuant to a decision of
the house, I intend to suspend the sitting of the house. A
special joint sitting of the house will take place at
11.30 a.m.
Sitting suspended 11.15 a.m. until 11.30 a.m.

APOLOGY FOR PAST FORCED
ADOPTIONS
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I move:
That this Parliament expresses our formal and sincere
apology to the mothers, fathers, sons and daughters who were
profoundly harmed by past adoption practices in Victoria.

We express our sincere sorrow and regret for the health and
welfare policies that condoned the practice of forced
separations.
These were misguided and unwarranted, and they caused
immeasurable pain.

To the sons and daughters for whom adoption meant
continual anxiety, uncertainty and the deprivation of a natural
family connection — we offer our sincere apology.
Today, with all members of the Parliament of Victoria
gathered in this house, we acknowledge the devastating and
ongoing impacts of these practices of the past.
To all those harmed we offer our heartfelt sympathy and
apologise unreservedly.
We undertake to never forget what happened and to never
repeat these practices.

For all those who have experienced forced adoption the
hurt is never ending, the pain is deep and overwhelming
and the tears are private, lonely and spontaneous,
triggered by places, dates, events or mere passing
moments or by recollections long since weary with
self-doubt.
The fear is suppressed, but it is real. The so-called
shame is implied, imposed and very unfair. The blame
is heartbreaking, and the resentment is a burden of
unspeakable hardship. The basis of these actions
remains, even in the most benign light, wrong,
disgraceful, ill-conceived and in some cases illegal.
Whatever the emotions, those who have endured the
misery of forced adoptions have suffered too much and
for too long. There is no substitute for that loss. But
today we mark an end to the silence. We come here
today to bring together those for whom separation has
been torture. We do so as one Parliament — united in a
commitment to apologise to the mothers, to the fathers,
to the sons and daughters and to the families whose
lives have been shackled by unhappiness and their long,
quiet, unforgiving ordeal. We speak too, as best we can,
for previous Parliaments. As one, we say to you all, we
are sorry.
If, through this process, we can lift even the slightest
weight from your shoulders, then we will at the very
least know better the way ahead. And that way includes
extending our respect, our support and our love and
committing to ensure such wrong is never repeated.
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Today is a historic occasion for which many Victorians
have been waiting for decades. We acknowledge and
welcome all those who are here today in the public
gallery, those watching in Queen’s Hall and the
Windsor Hotel across the road, and everyone across this
state and across this nation and, I know, across the
world. Today the Victorian Parliament is standing up
and saying, ‘Sorry’. We know that the practice of
forced adoptions occurred from early last century into
the early 1980s, but it was particularly institutionalised
between 1950 and 1975. During those years at least
19 000 Victorian children were relinquished for
adoption, the vast majority from young unwed mothers.
In many cases the babies were forcibly removed by
practices that were unethical, immoral and
unconscionable. Young mothers were routinely
compelled, coerced and given no realistic choice other
than to relinquish their babies for adoption. Their birth
experiences were often brutal and highly traumatic. We
have all heard or read the many harrowing accounts
from mothers who were subjected to the use of shackles
and drugs or had blankets and pillows placed over their
faces. These vulnerable young women were denied
information and freedom of choice. They were bullied
and victimised by the very ones in whom they were
expected to place their trust, including medical and
legal personnel and welfare officers. Many never saw
or held their child. They have understandably been
traumatised ever since.
Sadly this state did not restrict or condemn these
practices, nor did the state provide or require support or
alternatives for parents faced with a pregnancy out of
wedlock. On the contrary, these practices were
effectively sanctioned, and in the process the stigma
and harmful social and religious attitudes of the day
were reinforced. No financial, legal or psychological
support was provided, and adoption was assumed to be
the only possible option for unmarried pregnant
women.
Forced adoptions occurred in both state hospitals and
private hospitals, with the active involvement of
churches and non-government agencies. Many of these
bodies have already apologised for their actions, and we
acknowledge the presence in Parliament House today,
to hear and support this apology, of senior
representatives of churches and other organisations that
were involved.
As a parent myself I can barely imagine the heartache.
And we can only have a small inkling of what was
taken from these mothers. They never saw the beauty of
their baby asleep, never heard their first words or saw
their first steps. They did not take them to their first day
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of school or see them walk down the aisle. These
children were taken as babies, and — if they were
lucky — returned for some as grown-up strangers.
We know too that intense shame and secrecy often
surrounded these pregnancies and adoptions. These
traumatised and victimised young women were told to
forget about it, never to speak of it, to get on with their
lives, and later, particularly at a time of reunification,
many found themselves criticised again, this time
accused of having given their children away.
What was done cannot now be undone, but we do hope
that this official recognition and apology helps in some
way to lift the burden of secrecy and bring some peace
and relief. It is our undertaking today to ensure that the
lessons of the past are learnt and are never repeated.
There are very few adoptions in Victoria today, but we
do not live in a perfect world, and adoption or
permanent care arrangements are still sometimes the
best option for some children. Now, however, we
recognise that in the instances where it is appropriate it
is critical that adoption be open and transparent, with a
child always understanding his or her background, and
the capacity for these sons and daughters to connect
with their natural family is fundamental. We now
understand that education for adoptive parents on
identity issues and full care for birth mothers are also
essential.
At this time I would also like to acknowledge that not
all past adoptions were forced and not all of the
outcomes for adopted people were poor. I would like to
acknowledge the validity, the informed choices and
those personal positive experiences of adoption.
The Minister for Community Services will shortly say
more about the additional practical actions that the
government will be taking to better respond to the
needs of persons affected by past adoption practices.
But most importantly today is about a Parliament
apologising — apologising for the trauma, pain and
loss that so many experienced and continue to
experience to this day as a result of flawed and harmful
government policy. We say sorry for the moral
arrogance, for the flawed justification, for the heartless
approach of authorities and institutions. We know these
young mothers were terrified, ashamed and alone, and
today we offer them our unreserved apology. We say
very clearly, and as one, ‘You were and are not to
blame. It was not your fault. We know your love
endures and is very much respected’.
And to the sons and daughters, we also offer our
unreserved apology for the love that you too were
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denied. We acknowledge your lifetime of unknowns. It
is our hope that in your hearts there is a place for those
who, throughout their own lives, longed just as much to
be there with you. If our coming together today brings
you closer together, then our community has taken an
important step. I commend the motion to the house.
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I
rise to add to the eloquent words of the Premier and to
speak in support of his motion.
For decades cruelty lived in our homes and in our
hospitals. For decades it was sanctioned by successive
governments. It was methodical and it was inhumane. It
was performed by trusted members of our community,
and it remains our shame. We gather today to recognise
the anguish we administered and to honour the
thousands of women whose lives we devastated. We
gather to comprehend a time when our society failed its
most instinctive human duty. Together today we gather
to say sorry.
I rise to support this motion of apology to the victims of
past adoption practices in Victoria, and I acknowledge
those present with us in the parliamentary precinct and
those watching elsewhere. I acknowledge those who
may read our words in the future as well and those who
are sadly no longer with us. All of you are in our
thoughts, all of your stories have struck at a raw place
in our beings, and this is your day. To those people
listening, this is your day.
To acknowledge the tragedy you have endured I must
affirm one simple rule — that is, to prematurely
separate a mother and her newborn child against their
will is to pervert the order of nature and to betray the
basic tenets of civilisation. That any government or any
profession might violate this rule is a concept deeply
unsettling to comprehend. It is wrong, it is inexcusable,
and the violation of this rule is a principal test for the
health of any society. We failed that test.
We failed that test when doctors would lull young
women into medicated delirium, press them into
submission and undertake the procedure with a cold
and clinical urge. We failed it when parents would
consign their pregnant children to social isolation or
compel them into adoptive consent. We failed it when
employers sacked, when communities shunned, and
when charities snubbed.
But most of all we failed it when elected representatives
of this state allowed this systematic tragedy to unfurl
and thought nil of those it affected, thought nil of the
practice they enabled or their obligation to end it. For
this I say, on behalf of the Labor Party and on behalf of
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this Parliament more broadly and without reservation,
we are truly sorry for your pain and for your grief, and
we are truly sorry for our failure.
We will always remember. We will not ever wear the
pretence of denial. We will not attempt a feeble silence.
We will always remember, because to forget is to
discredit the courage of so many — the many affected
who came forward with their stories, who revealed their
broken lives, who exposed the acts committed inside
our hospitals and institutions and demanded that they
cease. If we failed society, then they restored it — those
mothers and children who stood up to be seen and
asked us to read the darker chapters of our history. We
debate this historic motion today because of their
efforts. Yet there were many more who were so broken
in anguish they could not bear to divulge their past. We
cannot forget those who took many years to relive their
memory and we cannot forget those who are as yet
unknown.
These are women whose newborns were taken from
them. These are women who were given sleeping pills
in the safety of a local doctor’s clinic and woke up in
secure institutions for unwed mothers. These are
women who, on revealing their pregnancy to loved
ones, were told to change their name and to change
their identity. These are women who were told by
priests and physicians that God had designated them a
birthing vessel for infertile couples. These are women
who were drugged and pressured until they signed
adoption forms. These are women who were expected
to wear corsets and were ushered into closets when
guests arrived. These are women who gave birth while
tied to a bed, who had sheets and pillows affixed to
their face so they never saw their baby. These are
women whose only concept of their first child is an
infant crying behind a hospital curtain.
These women were told to forget it. They were
showered and medicated and spat out of the system.
They did not feel the cushion of post-partum care. They
watched instead as care was taken only to expunge
records and to cleanse memories, and a generation of
sons and daughters were denied their mothers.
Sometimes the children were told their mother did not
want them; they were told she did not care. Sometimes
they were told nothing at all. A theory was held that
with a clean break mothers would feel no grief and
children no void. This theory said that children can be
commodities and that mothers can be replaceable. This
theory was applied without restraint, but this theory was
bankrupt.
Mothers are not replaceable. Jo Farmer is not
replaceable. Jo gave birth to a baby girl at the age of 18.
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She told me how in her bed after childbirth a nurse
brought her baby to her. This was strictly against the
rules. She was thankful for that moment with her infant
child. She told me how for years she looked for her
baby — she looked regularly for children who
resembled the infant she once held in her arms. She told
me that when she eventually registered to find her child,
she was told, ‘You have a 19-year-old daughter’. The
word ‘daughter’ moved her. She had never before felt
she had permission to consider her own child a
daughter.
The state was obligated to support Jo and her daughter,
but it did not. The state failed them, and today we speak
to Jo and to thousands more. We speak to those who,
unlike Jo, never saw their child, but today we speak too
late — too late to prevent harm, too late to recognise it,
too late to avert an illegal practice, too late to comfort
those who are no longer with us and too late for them to
hear the words of our remorse. But we are not too late
to help some mothers find their children, and we must
do everything in our power in this Parliament to hasten
that reunion and to allow that embrace.
Our words today will not heal wounds, but they may
comfort those who seek recognition, they may urge
silent victims to speak and they may declare that an
institution which abandoned so many has finally
accepted its responsibility. Today this Parliament
accepts that responsibility, and this Parliament will
never, ever forget. Yet this Parliament cannot fully heal
any pain, and this Parliament can never fully
comprehend the agony and torment of those we so
manifestly failed.
This is a day of some significant moment. We hope to
write, with you, a new chapter — one that ensures your
recognition and confirms our responsibility, one that
offers no justification and pleads no excuse. So we
speak this lasting testament: may it carry our
unconditional apology, and may it rest forever in our
records. On behalf of the Labor Party and on behalf of
this Parliament, I say: I am sorry. We are sorry — truly,
truly sorry.
Mr RYAN (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I acknowledge the remarks made by the
Premier and the Leader of the Opposition on this
historic occasion. I would also like to acknowledge the
efforts of the commonwealth parliamentarians who
worked tirelessly on this issue and paved the way for us
here today. I welcome our guests, particularly the
families who were directly affected by this policy and
who are here with us. They have waited a long time for
this day to come.
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Today, as Leader of The Nationals in Victoria, I am
humbled to offer our sincere and unreserved apology to
the mothers, fathers, sons and daughters whose lives
have been harmed by past adoption practices in this
state. Thousands of families, not just in Melbourne but
right across regional and rural Victoria, including my
own constituency in Gippsland South, were denied the
opportunity to love and care for their sons and
daughters because of policy implemented in this place
last century.
As a father, one of my greatest joys in life has been to
see my three children grow up and blossom into the
wonderful adults they are. For parents who were denied
this opportunity against their will, I can only begin to
imagine the feelings of grief, helplessness, anger and
loss they must have experienced and continue to
experience. Without for one moment wanting to take
away anything from the commitment of adoptive
parents, it must be recognised that this misguided and
unwarranted policy and these past adoption practices
had a detrimental effect on many Victorian children
taken from their mothers. Sons and daughters right
across our great state experienced anxiety and
uncertainty and were deprived of the connection to their
natural family.
I was particularly moved by one of the submissions to
the Senate inquiry from one such individual who had
been taken without consent from their mother and grew
up in a small Victorian town. It appears at page 74 of
chapter 4 of the Senate report entitled Commonwealth
Contribution to Former Forced Adoption Policies and
Practices, and it says:
I lived in a small central Victorian town where everyone
[knew] everything, so when I attended the local primary
school I [was] teased: you’re not a real … your mum’s not
your real mum, your real mum didn’t want you. I would go
home crying. I can still remember that to this day.

This individual was only reunited with their birth
mother when aged in their 40s, and that time can never
be replaced.
I know this apology today will not undo the decades of
hurt, pain and grief that have resulted from forced
adoption. Mothers will never be able to get back the
precious time lost with their children because of this
policy. They were denied the opportunity to help shape
the people their children became in adulthood. Often
these families were only reunited in adulthood as
complete strangers.
But standing here in this chamber today, united across
the floor of the Parliament, we apologise unreservedly
to all of those who have suffered. We acknowledge that
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this unwarranted and misguided practice had a
devastating impact on all of those involved. All of us
here will ensure that what you have been through —
those people who are here and those who are
watching — the pain, the loss and the hurt, will never
be forgotten. Perhaps even more importantly, it will
never be repeated. I commend this motion to the house.
Mr BARBER — The Greens support and welcome
this motion. On behalf of the Victorian Greens, I join
with all members of the Parliament to acknowledge the
terrible pain, grief and anguish that have been suffered
by thousands of people who were separated by the
inappropriate, unethical and illegal forced adoption
policies of the recent past.
I would like to acknowledge all the mothers, fathers,
sons and daughters and their extended family members
and friends who are present in Queen’s Hall and the
Windsor Hotel today, who are a small number of the
hundreds of thousands who were harmed by these
policies in Australia and around the world. We know
this has been a very, very long road for you and that
today will be a day of mixed emotions.
I would also like to acknowledge that for many
thousands of people who are no longer alive, this
apology has come too late. It is indeed difficult to
believe that it has taken so long for this day to come
about. As a father of two children whom I adore, I have
tried to imagine what it would be like to have them
taken away from me. I found it too painful to continue
even with the imagining.
On 28 February this year, the Senate tabled its report
Commonwealth Contribution to Former Forced
Adoption Policies and Practices. The report
recommended that state and territory governments and
non-government institutions that administered
adoptions should issue formal statements of apology
that acknowledge practices that were illegal or
unethical, as well as other practices that contributed to
the harm suffered by many parents whose children
were forcibly removed and by the children who were
separated from their parents. The report also
recommended that formal apologies should always be
accompanied by undertakings to take concrete actions
that offer appropriate redress for past mistakes.
Evidence to the inquiry told of mothers and fathers who
were pressured into giving up their babies by their
families, institutions — both state and private — social
workers, doctors, nurses and those who they rightly
expected to help them. There was evidence of consent
not properly taken. There was evidence of coercion. All
the pressure, practices and policies have had lifelong
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impacts on mothers, fathers, adoptees and family
members.
Hundreds of women who gave birth in hospitals and
other institutions between the late 1950s and the 1970s
said that laws were broken or that there was unethical
behaviour on the part of staff in those institutions.
Common failings included applying pressure to women
to sign consents, seeking consent earlier than permitted
by the legislation, failing to get a consent signature or
obtaining it by fraudulent means and denial of
reasonable requests, particularly for a mother to have
access to her child.
As is explained in the report, certainly after new laws
were enacted in the mid-1960s actions of these types
were in many cases illegal. Such actions were wrong
not merely by today’s values but by the values and laws
of the time, because they did not recognise or act in the
best interests of the parents and children. Instead of
receiving support, young pregnant women and young
mothers who had their children in publicly funded
institutions were subject to practices that denied their
rights as mothers. Many were told they were unworthy,
sinful or selfish for even becoming pregnant or worse
things if they wished to keep their children. Young
women were ostracised, degraded and diminished.
They were denied the chance to see their babies, to hold
them or to name them.
These young women were vulnerable. They had no
advocates and, in the face of the power of the church
and state, they had no choice. Some women who tried
to keep their children or even just tried to see them were
forcibly restrained. Many were tricked into signing
adoption papers while believing they were signing other
documents or were so affected by medication that they
were unable to provide legal consent as we know it.
These young women did not want to relinquish their
children — their children were removed through
pressure, intimidation and threats. The human rights of
the children who were taken were also denied.
Many women did not survive this experience; unable to
live with the guilt and grief, they committed suicide.
Adoptees who were never able to understand why they
were given up have also taken their lives. Both
prejudice and discrimination against women who raise
their children on their own are still with us. Every time
someone has a go at sole parents, who are usually sole
mothers, they keep this prejudice alive. These
prejudices run deep.
To the mothers, fathers, sons and daughters who were
affected by these flawed past adoption practices, we are
sorry. Because so many pregnant and unmarried
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women were not given the appropriate care and respect
that they needed, we are sorry. Because so many sons
and daughters suffered long-term anguish and
emptiness, we are sorry. We sincerely hope this
apology brings some comfort and redress for what was
done to you.
As representatives of our community, members of this
Parliament have a responsibility to recognise what
happened and to ensure that there is redress for the
people affected. These flawed adoption practices
occurred under a framework of laws created by the
Parliament of Victoria and were implemented by
successive governments. Governments and institutions
must now provide the means to redress the wrongs.
Support and funding for groups that provide specialised
services and assistance tailored to the needs of those
who have been affected are needed.
Ongoing research is important to assist in
understanding the extent of the impact of these
practices and to inform the actions required to redress
them. More funding and assistance is needed to help
reconnect families. Governments must provide
leadership in developing awareness and understanding
in the community of the trauma caused by past
adoption practices and to encourage those from
institutions and professions who were involved to
apologise if they have not already done so. As has been
suggested in some other states, we think there should
also be a memorial to ensure that the public is aware of
what happened and its ongoing consequences. We all
have a responsibility to ensure that these actions are
taken to redress the effects of past adoption practices.
In addition to saying we are sorry, it is also very
important to say thank you to all of the groups and
individuals who have worked so hard for so long to
raise the issues and to provide support and assistance to
the mothers, fathers, sons and daughters who suffered
as a result of these practices. It is important that we
recognise the ongoing role they have played in bringing
about this formal apology and thank them for
everything they have done.
I would like to acknowledge the commitments the
government will announce in a few moments. We
sincerely hope that today does bring you some comfort
and redress for what was done to you, and we commit
to do all that we can to ensure that governments provide
the ongoing support and resources that you have called
for and need.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Today’s
apology is due to the relentless and courageous
endeavours of mothers for the truth to be recognised:
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the truth that they gave birth to babies that they loved
and continue loving. Parliament and society denied
them the right to exercise their mothering role. We
thank you for your persistence in teaching us the truth.
I rise to offer an unconditional and sincere apology on
behalf of the Victorian Parliament for the profound pain
and distress caused by past unlawful adoptions and
abductions. Past Victorian governments were complicit
in this in terms of both their actions and their omissions
I say sorry to the mothers whose children were taken
from them and who since have suffered lifetimes of
trauma. I say sorry to those who missed the direct
affection, love and care that their mothers were
desperate to give them and who were deprived of
knowing their families. I also say sorry to the fathers
who were not given a chance to meet, bond with or
raise their own child. We recognise and acknowledge
that many past practices and policies denied people
their human rights, they were abusive and unlawful,
and they also contravened the codes of professional
conduct of many in the medical profession.
The multiple abuses and unlawful practices which took
place included depriving mothers of information about
their rights to keep their babies, lying to mothers about
the material assistance that was then available to them
and the supports to which they were entitled, and lying
to mothers about the outcomes of keeping their babies.
They included coercing mothers into signing adoption
papers and having people other than the mothers sign
the adoption papers. In many cases the legal status of
those papers was never properly explained and a copy
never given to the mother. In other cases those papers
were misrepresented to the mothers as formalities and
in some cases even as death certificates. Lack of
informed consent included the failure to explain the
consequences of signing the papers and the right to
revoke, which was both a denial of the mother’s rights
and entrapment.
If a copy of the adoption papers plus honest explanatory
material had been provided, as required by law,
mothers would have known of their right to revoke
consent and how to go about it. Many mothers say they
went back to the hospital on days after signing but were
told, ‘You are too late: the baby has gone’, when in fact
that was a downright lie and their baby was still in the
nursery, unable to receive the mother’s cuddle. The law
was systematically broken with impunity. Theoretically
the purpose of adoption laws was to protect a mother’s
right to raise her child, and this was broken. There was
no advocacy and no truly independent third party to
assist the mothers. The results of this included: from the
moment of birth the baby being whisked away,
unsighted by its mother; babies being denied the chance

APOLOGY FOR PAST FORCED ADOPTIONS
Thursday, 25 October 2012

ASSEMBLY

of direct affection and love in their first days and later
on; mothers being denied a chance to cuddle or even
breastfeed for a short amount of time; and, in many
cases, mothers when they had decided to give up their
babies for adoption not even being able to name their
babies.
There was also the use of medical drugs outlined by
others and procedures that ensured that women could
not give informed consent. The medical drugs were
used not with the aim of administering medical care but
as a control mechanism to sedate mothers and restrict
their rights and access to their children in an attempt to
prevent the development of a bond between that mother
and child.
There was systematic lying to adopted people about
their identity, including fraudulent alteration of birth
certificates. To this day many adults are completely
unaware that they were adopted. Psychological
assistance and counselling to mothers was withheld,
and many were lied to about their baby’s outcomes. As
I have said, in some cases mothers were told their
babies had died and in other cases were told their baby
was a boy when in fact it was a girl, and vice versa.
In hospital there was no advocacy for the mothers, and
they were emotionally manipulated. They were told
their baby’s best interests would be served by giving
them to married couples who would provide them with
a family environment and who would love them, yet
the baby was already part of a family; an innate lifelong
bond between a mother and child already existed. The
failure to acknowledge the truth of these deep
connections facilitated the incidence of forced
adoptions, sometimes under the disguise of altruism.
These actions were not only misguided in their intent
but illegal and immoral. There was total denial of the
right of a mother to be with her child, regardless of her
marital status or her financial position, regardless of the
lack of approval from her family, community or society
at large and regardless of the desire of others to adopt
her baby. Being with their baby was a right — a right
these mothers had taken from them.
When a woman becomes pregnant she becomes a
mother. Regardless of whether the state supports her or
not, she is always a mother; that does not leave her. The
pregnancy ends, but the motherhood endures.
Parliamentarians and society collectively failed in our
duty. We also failed by allowing so many of these
children to grow up thinking they were neither wanted
nor loved. Governments and the health system
permitted these and other inhumane and unethical
practices to take place in our hospitals and in
organisations that received government support and
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backing. We actively worked against the interests of
mothers, many of whom were single, were without
independent financial means and were kept in the dark
about the financial support that was then available for
them.
We facilitated the removal of children from their
mothers by force and subjugated those mothers’ human
rights to those of agencies which did not have the
mothers’ interests at heart. Collectively society judged,
denigrated, intimidated, shamed and coerced. For all of
this I am profoundly sorry. I also acknowledge that I
think after hearing the other speakers we now
understand what we did.
The litany of abusive practices has had consequences
that can never be undone, resulting in an untold amount
of trauma, grief, loss, pain, anger and despair that can
never be repaired. In some cases that profound trauma
has manifested itself by mothers having no memory of
the hospital or even of giving birth. In a state that has
had a continuous 156 years of parliamentary democracy
this institution must accept responsibility, and we do on
behalf of all Victorian governments, for those wrongs
that were committed under the jurisdiction of the state.
I acknowledge that what happened with adoption in this
state over many decades was against the law. The
actions to forcibly remove babies from their mothers
was considered child stealing under the provisions of
the Criminal Law Practice Statute 1864 right through to
the Victorian Crimes Act 1958. Child stealing is
contrary to the 1948 Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, which recognises in article 5 that no-one shall
be subjected to degrading treatment, and article 25
decrees that all children, whether born in or out of
wedlock, are entitled to the same protection.
Past governments also acted against the requirement of
the 1959 United Nations Declaration of the Rights of
the Child, which stipulates that all children should be
cared for and provided for and should not, save in
exceptional circumstances, be separated from their
mothers. These actions happened at a time when people
knew it was morally wrong to forcibly separate a
mother and child. They were not consistent with
society’s stated values then or now. As it would be
wrongful to flout the laws of mothers and their babies
now, it was wrong and indeed unlawful then.
We have learnt and will continue to learn from past
malpractice, and collectively we strive today to ensure
that such terrible injustices against a mother and her
child will never be repeated. I ask us all: who is more
vulnerable than a mother and her child in the delivery
suite? We also need to address the injustices that have
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already occurred, and I welcome the news that we are
about to hear of some initiatives. It is good that we are
going to take some tangible steps. We must do so,
because to take steps towards healing and recovery we
must acknowledge the past and ensure that there is
redress where practices have been wrong.
Healing requires deep honesty. The disturbing truth of
what happened with adoption in this state over many
decades needs to be presented to the Victorian people in
all its painful reality. I want to quote a mother who has
taught me a lot and who has led a wonderful group of
women for the last 16 years who collectively have
taught us so much. She said:
When parliamentarians get social policy wrong, it is
incumbent on us to identify the truth — the cold, confronting,
uncomfortable truth — facing it, dealing with it. Until we
fully confront that truth, there will always be a shadow
hanging over all of us … We have never parented our
children. Our children live with the reality of being parented
by others. The reality for most mothers is a lost baby at birth,
a profoundly painful reality that is only fully understood by
each mother in her unique circumstances.

To the mothers listening, you know your unique
circumstances, and we acknowledge you.
As a step towards healing and recovery, I am glad to
hear today that the Victorian Parliament will not only
make an apology. However, we also need — and I
would suggest that we put it in place — legislation
within the next 12 months to ensure that hospital or
organisational records pertaining to adoption in this
state cannot be legally destroyed. We need to give
parents the right to know what happened to their
children and assist people to know and understand the
truth of their own stories, their own lives and their own
medical and genetic histories. This can only be done if
records are kept and made available to those to whom
they pertain. Many birth registrations were fraudulent.
A legal birth certificate should be truthful, and where
one is not we as a Parliament need to ensure that
corrective mechanisms are established.
As well as mothers, many people, including fathers,
grandparents and families, continue to suffer as a result
of the unlawful and immoral decisions that were made
with the approval and the imprimatur of past Victorian
governments. Between the hospital and the official
lodging of birth details, the names of some fathers were
removed by hospital social workers or almoners. That is
why it is important birth certificates are truthful. We
should never compound people’s suffering by turning a
blind eye to those who wish to cover up the truth, or,
worse still, to destroy records. We have to continue to
educate health professionals about the sensitive issues
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around a mother and child. Pregnancy can end for
mothers, but their motherhood continues.
A further obligation on this Parliament is to ensure that
adopted people are properly supported in the process of
finding out about their families of origin and the truth
of their mother’s story, which requires medical and
emotional support, listening to what everybody has to
say and acting where it is humanly possible to redress
past wrongs.
Today’s apology is unequivocal. To do otherwise
would be to re-traumatise mothers. To complete our
apology here today we must also put into place
independent accountability mechanisms to ensure that
our undertakings to mothers, fathers, adopted people
and their families and the broader community are fully
and unequivocally met. I make a personal commitment,
and I encourage others in this Parliament to do so also,
to continue to work to ensure that all those mechanisms
are put in place so that significant steps can be made
towards healing the gaping and terrible wounds that
exist in our community.
For the illegal, immoral and unethical behaviour of past
governments, their agencies and people employed by
them, this Parliament apologises. To the mothers
joining us at Parliament House and from beyond,
especially those who cannot be personally present, can I
say I am truly sorry.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — It is indeed an honour to rise as the final
speaker in support of the motion for an apology for past
adoption practices here today. As Minister for
Community Services I have had the opportunity to be
part of so many conversations and so many meetings
and have been sent so many letters and emails — all
telling stories of loss, trauma and grief. Many tears have
been shed, but they are just a fraction of the tears shed
over the past decades for daughters and sons never held
or ever known, for mothers and fathers never met and
separations never explained or understood.
Many of you are here today — in this Parliament, in
Queen’s Hall, at the Windsor or watching on the
internet. Thank you for your courage in sharing your
journey. Thank you for the courage of your conviction
that what happened was wrong and deserved an
apology, and thank you for your care for others that so
convincingly makes the point that we must ensure that
this never happens again.
You have told us that you were young, scared and
alone; that you were restrained, drugged and coerced;
that your babies were taken and that you could do

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Thursday, 25 October 2012

ASSEMBLY

nothing about it; that while these practices happened
many decades ago the pain is still very raw and very
real; that every day you see people who look about the
right age and wonder, ‘Is that my daughter? Is that my
son?’; and that the pain and that wondering never leave
you and that the anger and frustration never leave you
either.
One mother said to me, ‘There is always an empty
space at the table’, another that she has spent her life
‘walking on eggshells’. These are very powerful
metaphors for the experiences of mothers right across
this state. I stand here and say to each and every one of
you: you have been heard. We have heard your pain
and your trauma, and we say sorry. The reality of
forced adoption was brutal and unconscionable. Your
rights and the rights of your baby were denied and
abused, and there were cases where the practices you
experienced were illegal.
To have a government and a Parliament stand up and
formally apologise is truly significant, and today’s
apology — and those of other states and the
commonwealth to come — is the direct result of years
and years of effort from many, many women right
across the country and in this state who refused to give
up the fight. Progress towards this day has been slow
and steady. Governments began by ceasing the
practices of forced adoption, providing support for
single mothers and, beginning with Victoria in 1984,
ensuring open adoption processes and allowing access
to previously closed adoption records. I know we have
individuals in this chamber today who were involved in
that process, and I acknowledge your efforts nearly
30 years ago.
Today marks another important milestone. For mothers
this very public and sincere apology, in our Parliament,
is recognition that what you have been telling your
community, your family, your daughters, your sons, or
perhaps what you have kept to yourself for decades, is
valid and believed. For people who are adopted I hope
this contributes to a deeper understanding of the
circumstances surrounding your adoption. I hope that
this official recognition of those practices and this
apology can remove any false stigma and hopefully lift
any remaining burden of secrecy.
We can also assist in practical ways. As of today we are
removing fees charged when people affected by
adoption search for their family information through the
family information networks and discovery service. We
will provide enhanced access to specialised counselling
and support in rural, regional and metropolitan Victoria,
including new professional development for
counsellors in post-adoption psychotherapy. We will
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also support the development of an integrated birth
certificate, which shows the names of one’s parents and
adopted parents on the one document, in conjunction
with the national reforms involving birth and adoption
records, and we will introduce legislation to this place
to amend the Adoption Act 1984 to allow mothers and
fathers in Victoria to receive identifying information
about their daughters and sons in line with what occurs
in other states.
We cannot change what happened, but we can commit
to ensuring that it never happens again. British
philosopher Edmund Burke said that those who do not
know history are destined to repeat it. Today we say
that not only do we acknowledge what has occurred but
we now understand it. We understand the unwarranted
and immeasurable pain caused to tens of thousands of
Victorians. We understand that policies of the day
condoned these immoral and unethical practices, and
we understand that this Parliament has a leadership role
and indeed a responsibility to ensure that this never
happens again.
In conclusion I join with the Premier, the Leader of The
Nationals, the Deputy Premier, the Leader of the
Opposition, the Leader of the Greens, the member for
Pascoe Vale and indeed all in this Parliament to support
and commend this motion of apology to the house.
Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.
Sitting suspended 12.28 p.m. until 2.34 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier, and I refer the Premier to the
commitment that he made this morning to make further
inquiries into footage of the member for Frankston’s
inappropriate conduct in this chamber yesterday. I
simply ask: can the Premier inform the house of the
results of those inquiries?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question, and indeed, as you
know, Speaker, you gave me the opportunity to look at
the footage in question. I have looked at that footage on
three occasions, and that footage is very brief. I do not
believe I could reach a conclusion from that footage.
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South-East Asia: trade relations
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — Can the Premier
advise the house of how the government is working to
improve Victoria’s business relationship with
Indonesia?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — As members would
know, there is significant economic growth taking place
in the Asian region, and Asia’s emergence creates
extraordinary opportunities for our state. By 2020 Asia
will account for, it is estimated, 45 per cent of global
gross domestic product and one-third of global trade.
As members will know, it is a key theme of this
government to seek to grow and expand our markets,
and that is what we have been doing. That is a strategy,
and our broad strategy has been endorsed today by
Standard and Poor’s. Standard and Poor’s today has
backed Victoria’s disciplined and responsible approach
in the face of tough economic times and reaffirmed
along the way our state’s AAA rating.
I am very proud to say that Victoria is leading the way
when it comes to trade engagement. There are those
who are talking about the Asian century, but we are
simply getting on and doing it. We have conducted
Australia’s largest ever trade missions twice to China
and twice to India as well as trade missions to the
Middle East and Japan. There have been outstanding
results, and we have reported to the house on that
already with hundreds of millions of dollars in exports,
investment and the creation of additional jobs. The
feedback has been extraordinary.
We have also established new trade and investment
offices in Beijing and Mumbai, plus an expanded
presence in China’s fastest growing area in Chengdu.
That means Victoria has the strongest presence in Asia
of any state, and it will mean even more jobs,
investment and export opportunities.
But we do not intend to stop there. We have also taken
steps to significantly ramp up our activity in relation to
Indonesia and South-East Asia. We know Indonesia is a
major growth market, obviously our nearest neighbour
and a very large nation in itself. It is predicted that
Indonesia’s economy will go from being the
16th largest in the world to the 7th largest within the
next two decades. To address this I am very pleased to
announce that Victoria will reopen its Jakarta Victorian
government business office. It was an office that closed
under the previous government in 2002, and that I
believe was a short-sighted decision. We will also
explore with Indonesia the possibility of establishing a
mutually beneficial sister-state relationship.
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Victoria will also conduct a trade mission to South-East
Asia next year as part of developing our comprehensive
South-East Asia strategy. That will mean more jobs,
more investment, more opportunities and more
exports — that is what our strategy is about.
I am sorry that the Jakarta office was closed in 2002. At
the time the Australia Indonesia Business Council had
this to say about the decision:
It does not … reveal a real understanding of the value of that
office or a proper evaluation of the cost benefit.

I believe the council was right. In contrast, we are
acting to promote Victoria’s interests and capitalise on
the opportunities that Indonesia represents. That news
has been strongly welcomed by the Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry, which
said:
VECCI congratulates the … government on its
announcement … of activities in South-East Asia that will
continue to grow our markets and increase export
opportunities for —

Victoria.
It was also welcomed by the Australia Indonesia
Business Council, which said:
The … Council congratulates the Victorian government on its
initiatives to strengthen the state’s economic and cultural links
with Asia, including Indonesia.

We are not simply waiting for the outcome of the
Henry review; we are getting on with it. This is part of a
key theme for this government: the largest and most
successful trade missions in Australia’s history and the
strongest formal representation in the region from any
state. We are ensuring that we are the most
Asia-capable state with an Asia-capable workforce, and
that we maintain a AAA rating.

Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — My question is to the
Premier. Can the Premier detail for the house exactly
what he believes is inconclusive about the footage of
the member for Frankston? Was it the member’s hand
gestures, the word he said or both?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — As I said, I viewed the
footage on, I think, three occasions. It is an
extraordinarily brief piece of footage, and the view cuts.
As I said, I was unable to reach a conclusion. I believe
the footage was inconclusive.
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Economy: government achievements
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — My question is to the
Treasurer. Can the Treasurer update the house on the
latest independent assessment of the Victorian
economy?
Mr WELLS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Benambra for his question. As the Premier has
announced, Standard and Poor’s has confirmed today
that Victoria has had its AAA credit rating reaffirmed
with an outlook marked as stable. There are only two
states in the country that have that stable outlook —
that is, Victoria and Western Australia. When you look
around the world and see countries losing their
AAA ratings, when you look around the states in this
country and see them being downgraded, you realise
that this is a great effort by the Baillieu government.
We have had to face a lot of challenges. The first has
been the blatant incompetence of the previous
government on major projects such as myki, the
Melbourne Markets, regional rail and HealthSMART,
together with falling productivity because the former
government was dominated by trade unions. It had no
control over expenditure, with an average expenditure
growth of 7.3 per cent each year when revenue growth
was only 6.9 per cent and with back-office public
service numbers increasing at 5.3 per cent when the
population was growing at only 2 per cent. It was clear
that Labor could not manage money and could not
manage major projects.
In addition to that, we have had massive write-downs in
revenue. GST was written down by $6.1 billion and
stamp duty was written down by $1.5 billion, so that is
over $7.6 billion in just those two revenue streams. In
addition to that we have had the high Australian dollar.
We have had the carbon tax hitting every single
Victorian family. Then what happened at the start of
this week? The hypocritical federal Gillard Labor
government laid its boots into health, education and the
apprenticeship scheme.
In light of all this the Baillieu government has
maintained a AAA credit rating. What does Standard
and Poor’s say? It states:
Victoria’s very capable and conservative management, the
state’s resilience and diversified economy …
The stable outlook reflects our expectation that Victoria will
continue to deliver on its budget cost savings and fiscal
strategies.
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It goes on further to state:
The Victorian government continues to demonstrate fiscal
discipline …

And further:
… despite these challenges, Victoria’s unemployment rate
remains low …

Let me finish on this point: had the previous Labor
government continued in office with no policy change,
the operating position for this financial year would have
been a $4 billion deficit. By 2015–16 that would have
been a $10 billion deficit. State Labor members should
hang their heads in shame.

Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — My question is again
to the Premier. Why does the Premier believe it is
appropriate for him, me, the Speaker and journalists to
have viewed the tape of the member for Frankston’s
actions but not all Victorians? How is this consistent
with his claims to run an open and accountable
government?
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, may I
suggest that you ask the member to rephrase his
question? He began the question with, ‘Why does the
Premier believe’. That is clearly seeking an opinion.
That is against the standing orders, and I would ask you
to perhaps give the member the opportunity to rephrase
the question so he is not seeking an opinion.
Mr Andrews — On the point of order, Speaker,
there is no point of order. The question asked the
Premier why it was appropriate. The Premier has
deemed it appropriate, given what he has just detailed
for the house. We asked him to update us on his
inquiries; he provided us with details that he has viewed
the tape. He therefore believes it is appropriate; in his
view it is appropriate. The question is in order. It ought
to be allowed, and the Premier ought to answer it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Monbulk to rephrase his question and not seek an
opinion.
Mr MERLINO — My question is to the Premier.
Why is it appropriate for him, me, the Speaker and
journalists to have viewed the tape of the member for
Frankston’s actions but not all Victorians? How is this
consistent with his claims to run an open and
accountable government?
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, as I
heard the question that was asked, I believe it is an
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issue for you as Speaker of the house, not a decision for
the Premier with respect to government business. The
decision about access to the vision is a decision for the
Speaker, not a decision for the government or the
Premier, and I ask you to rule on that.
Mr MERLINO — On the point of order, Speaker,
the question is entirely in order. The Premier is
responsible for the code of conduct. This question is
entirely in order.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is a decision of mine,
as the Speaker, as to whether that DVD will be released
to the media. I have allowed the media to view the
DVD, and I am now going to release it to the media.

Bushfires: property buyback scheme
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — My question is to the
Deputy Premier and Minister for Bushfire Response.
Can the minister update the house on the coalition
government’s progress in implementing
recommendation 46 of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission through a voluntary bushfire
buyback scheme in the state’s worst affected bushfire
areas?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Bushfire Response) — I
thank the member for his question. He of course
represents an area which was very badly affected as a
result of the awful fires — the Gippsland fires and the
Black Saturday fires — of 2009. The coalition
government, as the house knows, is committed to the
implementation of all 67 of the recommendations of the
2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission.
Recommendation 46 proposed the introduction of a
scheme for non-compulsory acquisition of land by the
state. We promised to implement this recommendation,
and we are delivering on that commitment. I might say
that we are doing so after the former government flatly
refused to do anything to implement
recommendation 46.
The royal commission suggested that in implementing
this recommendation priority be given to areas of
unacceptably high bushfire risk and those in which
dwellings were damaged or destroyed by the 2009
bushfires. The rationale for this voluntary scheme is
explained at page 249 of volume II in the series of final
reports entitled 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal
Commission — Final Report — Fire Preparation,
Response and Recovery. It states that fire-affected
landowners had:
… little option but to rebuild if they cannot sell and move on.
But if they rebuild the risk to life and property returns; if they
sell their land to someone else who then rebuilds the risk is
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merely transferred to someone else. Were they able to sell
their land to the state … they could resettle elsewhere, and the
problem of the risk would be redressed.

This scheme will of course never redress the tragic
events of February 2009, but we hope that the
acquisition of the properties that were subject to those
events will assist those landowners to resettle.
A total of 137 eligible landowners have now been given
the option of selling their property through the buyback
scheme. Of those, some 69 of those properties have
been settled, so the former owners of those properties
now have their money. A further 41 properties are in
the process of settling, and there is a group of
landowners who are continuing to consider their
position. The land was valued through the
valuer-general process, and there were two valuations
done. They were done on the basis of vacant land, and
they were timed to 1 January 2009 and then to current
market value. The offers were sent to the owners of the
properties on the basis of the higher of those two
figures.
The majority of the properties that have been acquired
are in the Murrindindi shire; however, other properties
have also been acquired in the shires of Alpine, Greater
Bendigo, Latrobe, Mitchell, Nillumbik, Whittlesea and
Yarra Ranges. The bushfire land acquisition panel will
now make recommendations to me and to the
government as to the future use of this land. I
emphasise to the house, however, that under no
circumstances will the land ever be able to attract the
provision of a permit for the construction of a
residential dwelling. The land may be taken into public
estate or it may be resold — for example, to an
adjoining landowner. Where it is appropriate, selling of
the land will enable an adjoining landowner to better
manage their own bushfire risk — for example, they
might decide to simply graze that adjoining property.
As we all know in this Parliament, the grazing of
property in fire-threatened areas is a very sensible thing
to do.
I would like to pass on my thanks to the chair of the
panel, the Honourable Patrick McNamara, the panel
members and the staff across a number of departments
who came together to enable this buyback scheme to be
given effect. It has provided options and alternatives to
people who under the former Labor government had
been abandoned and would not have had these
alternatives available to them. We are proud, therefore,
to have put the buyback scheme into effect. Another of
the 67 recommendations has been implemented.
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Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. Given the imminent
release of the footage showing, clearly, the
inappropriate conduct of the member for Frankston —
given that that will be released quite soon — I ask the
Premier: would he like to revise his earlier answer and
his commentary that the footage is inconclusive?
Would the Premier like to revise that assessment, given
that the video will be released quite soon?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. Earlier today I was
asked the question by the media, and I said I had no
problem with the footage being released. That was a
matter for you as the Speaker, and the government does
not direct the Speaker. What I said before was that I
believe the footage was inconclusive. I have viewed the
footage three times, and it is extraordinarily brief. The
first time, as you are aware, Speaker, I was not even
aware what particular piece of the footage we were
looking at, so I believe the footage was inconclusive.

Rail: city loop safety
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. Can the minister advise
the house of the actions the government is taking with
regard to rail safety in the Melbourne underground
loop, given the Ombudsman’s report tabled today?
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We have acted, and we have acted very quickly and
precisely to put money where it is needed and to deal
with the backlog of dangerous issues on which the
former government and successive Labor ministers
turned their backs. We have put an extra $100 million
into maintenance and asset renewal on the network, and
this financial year we will be spending somewhere of
the order of $247 million on the metropolitan and
regional rail networks to make sure that those networks
are safe.
In relation to the city loop, the subject of the
Ombudsman’s report, in August 2012 the fire
protection system at Flinders Street station was put in
place and upgraded. A request for around $37 000 was
put to the former government to undertake this work,
and that request was knocked back. That was clearly
identified in the Ombudsman’s report. In September
2012 corroded fire service pipes were replaced and
emergency walkways were cleaned. The current
program of works in and around the city loop includes
mapping and repairing of the tunnel cracks, repairing
emergency walkways, cleaning and de-burring of pipes,
addressing track bolt failures, replacing cracked
sleepers and scoping of the ventilation system to
upgrade it going forward.
Public Transport Victoria, the new statutory authority,
will oversee these works on behalf of the Victorian
public. The Ombudsman acknowledges in his report
that Public Transport Victoria has responded quickly
with a works program for this work. You could not get
a more damning report.

Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Bentleigh for her question and for
her ongoing interest in public transport and the safety of
public transport here in Melbourne. We came to
government with a commitment that we would make
our railway stations safe and we would invest in the rail
network to improve punctuality, do away with the high
level of cancellations and make sure that people who
travel on the public transport network could feel safe in
doing so. And we are delivering on that commitment.
We are rolling out protective services officers across
the network to make the station precincts safe, and we
are putting additional funding into maintenance and
upgrades to the network. In particular we are putting
money into safety improvements that should have been
carried out a long time ago.

Mr MULDER — One after another, report after
report in relation to the condition of that tunnel was
handed to the Labor government and former Labor
ministers, and they continued to turn their backs on
them. They did not make the investment. Where did the
money go? Go back to another Ombudsman’s report
and have a look at the money that was spent on
advertising at the very time when the engineers were
saying to the former government, ‘You need to upgrade
the loop. You need to put money into safety upgrades’.
Instead the money was hived off and spent on
advertising.

It is no secret that when Metro Trains Melbourne took
over the network it did a due diligence, and detailed in
that due diligence was the appalling state of the
metropolitan network — to the point that Metro
identified lines where it believed trains were at risk of
derailing because of the poor maintenance regime of
the Labor government and successive Labor ministers.

Even when money was allocated to the loop, the
government of the day very craftily started to drag the
money away and put it into other areas of the network.
It turned its back on safety. This is a damning
Ombudsman’s report on the maintenance and
management of the rail network under the Labor
government.

Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.

Member for Frankston: conduct
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is directed to the Premier. Given the Premier
sacked the member for Benambra as a parliamentary
secretary just hours after a damning Office of Police
Integrity report was tabled, why does the Premier
continue this feeble defence of the rorting member for
Frankston?
Mr BAILLIEU (Premier) — The Leader of the
Opposition is incorrect; the member for Benambra
resigned.
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr Napthine interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Ports is
pushing it.
Mr BAILLIEU — As I said, the member for
Benambra resigned. With regard to the member for
Frankston, this house yesterday voted to refer the
matter to the Privileges Committee, as was the
recommendation of the Ombudsman.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question sought from the Premier why he applied one
standard to the member for Benambra and why he
covers up and excuses the behaviour of the member for
Frankston.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Sit down! I do not
uphold the member’s point of order.
Mr BAILLIEU — The Leader of the Opposition
theatrically made that point of order, as he is wont to
do, but I say again: this house yesterday voted to refer
this matter to the Privileges Committee, which was the
recommendation of the Ombudsman. It is the Privileges
Committee which will consider this matter, and to the
best of my knowledge the Leader of the Opposition is
not on the Privileges Committee. The Privileges
Committee has that responsibility, and we will await its
report.

Mineral sands: Woornack, Rownack and Pirro
mine
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — My question is to the
Minister for Energy and Resources. Can the minister
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inform the house of new mining activity, investment
and job creation in north-western Victoria?
Mr O’BRIEN (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the member for Mildura for his
question and for his interest in making sure that
Victoria makes the most of its considerable mineral
resources. I was very pleased to join with the member
for Mildura last week in opening the new Iluka
Resources Woornack, Rownack and Pirro mineral
sands mine just outside Ouyen in the member’s
electorate.
This is a fantastic project involving over $96 million in
investment in the local community. It involves
180 local jobs created in a policy environment where
we encourage companies to invest to sensibly develop
our mineral resources. One hundred and eighty people
in and around Ouyen and Mildura — not people who
fly in and fly out — are actually living there and
spending their money in the local communities: at the
local pubs, with the local sporting clubs, at the local
supermarkets, in restaurants and at tourist facilities.
This is a great economic boon to the north-west of
Victoria.
I was pleased to be there with David Robb, the
managing director of Iluka Resources, John Pizzey, the
chairman, and Grant Huggins, the mine manager. I was
also delighted to meet with Rex Harradine, the senior
elder of the Latji Latji people, and Frank Clarke of the
Barengi Gadjin people. The fact that Iluka Resources is
so good at working with the local community,
including the local Indigenous community and the local
land-holders, is a tribute to the company, and we want
to see more of that in this state.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — I acknowledge the words of the
member for Richmond. We want to see companies
working with the local community, providing local jobs
and good economic growth and development right
across Victoria, but particularly in our rural and
regional areas.
In terms of our mineral sands endowment, what Iluka is
developing is just a fraction of what the Department of
Primary Industries estimates we have. The Murray
Basin is estimated to hold about 350 million tonnes of
mineral sands deposits, but across Victoria we believe
we have over 3 billion tonnes of mineral sands deposits.
This is a fantastic endowment for the state, and the
coalition government is determined to make sure we
have an environment in which people and companies
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can invest and develop those mineral resources to bring
in local jobs and local growth to the economy.
This project will operate for the next three years. Not
only will it support 180 local jobs around Ouyen and
Mildura but it will also support 110 jobs at the
Hamilton mineral separation plant and make sure that
plant has an extended life. It means local people around
the Hamilton area working in the plant will have
guaranteed continued employment, because this
government is committed to driving the development of
our mineral resources to make sure that we have jobs.
Victoria is very prospective when it comes to mineral
sands; we account for 20 per cent of the world’s rutile
production, 10 per cent of zircon production and 0.5 per
cent of ilmenite production. Mineral sands is an
important product which has many household uses. It is
very important in terms of the growing economies of
China, India and other growing economies in Asia.
Victoria has great mineral sands prospectivity. We are
determined to make the most of it, and we are
determined to work with companies like Iluka. We are
determined to work with communities like Ouyen,
Mildura and Hamilton to keep the jobs coming in
Victoria.

TOBACCO AMENDMENT (SMOKING AT
PATROLLED BEACHES) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — I am pleased to continue
my contribution to the debate on the Tobacco
Amendment (Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012.
As I was saying before the break, residents in my
electorate of Carrum are incredibly fortunate to have six
beaches, including those at Aspendale, Edithvale,
Chelsea, Bonbeach, Carrum and Seaford. The beaches
are definitely an integral part of the lives of our
constituents, not only those in the Carrum electorate but
those right throughout Melbourne. We also have a lot
of interstate visitors, and it is great to know that people
come down to the seaside suburbs in my electorate to
holiday at Christmas time. They will benefit most
definitely from this new legislation.
Going to the beach is a popular activity for my
constituents and visitors to the area and this bill will
make going to our beaches a more enjoyable and
healthy experience for Victorians and visitors by
banning smoking between the flags. Melbourne
beaches are popular all year round — even through
winter — but particularly in the warmer months. As we
have seen in recent weeks, when the temperature hits
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25 degrees people hit the shopping strips throughout the
electorate to buy bathing suits, bikinis and other beach
attire. With the holiday season fast approaching the
timing of the legislation is perfect.
I would like to record my gratitude for the work that the
lifesaving clubs do in my electorate in keeping our
beaches safe not only for locals but also for visitors.
There are seven surf lifesaving clubs in my electorate,
and they very much welcome the change we are
implementing. They include the Aspendale Life Saving
Club, Bonbeach Life Saving Club, Edithvale Life
Saving Club, Chelsea Longbeach Surf Life Saving
Club, Seaford Life Saving Club, Carrum Surf Life
Saving Club and the South Eastern Beaches
Association. They are all friendly, family-oriented
clubs, and they do a terrific job in encouraging kids to
be active, to be healthy and to lead active and healthy
lifestyles.
Earlier I mentioned the lifesaving clubs, which are all
run by very committed and talented volunteers. They
do a fabulous job training our five-year-olds and over
who are partaking as little nippers and cadets, and also
our seniors. They run the terrific club-to-club swims
from the Bonbeach Life Saving Club that occur every
year, and people travel from across the state to get
involved with those. I commend the volunteers on
keeping our beaches safe for all who visit them.
I am confident that members of the lifesaving clubs and
other clubs within the electorate will embrace the
changes in this legislation. The ones I have spoken to in
recent weeks are very keen for it to be introduced. My
family and I are blessed to live in the electorate of
Carrum. The beautiful beaches are a huge attraction,
and we get enjoyment from them year round. On my
morning walks along the Carrum and Bonbeach
beaches I speak to constituents regularly. Sadly, I also
see a lot of cigarette butts on the beaches, and I think a
side effect of this legislation will be the reduction in the
number of butts being disposed of recklessly.
This bill will not only reduce this problem and clean up
our beaches but also be fantastic for the health of those
within the electorate. Introducing penalties for
beachgoers who fail to abide by the new laws will help
to enforce the changes, and I am convinced the majority
of Victorians will applaud the new legislation. I
commend the minister and I commend the bill to the
house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms KAIROUZ
(Kororoit).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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APOLOGY FOR PAST FORCED
ADOPTIONS
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services), by leave, presented parliamentary
apology for past adoption practices.
Tabled.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — By leave, I move:
That this house take note of the parliamentary apology for
past adoption practices.

It has genuinely been a historic day for this Parliament.
As was said in the earlier debate, in terms of the
exercise this morning of making an apology for past
adoption practices, today reflects this Parliament at its
very best. It was an honour and a privilege this morning
to be able to speak to the motion, and I know that
through their contributions the Premier, the Deputy
Premier, the Leader of the Opposition, the Leader of the
Victorian Greens from the other place and also the
member for Pascoe Vale felt similarly about that
opportunity to speak to the apology. It was a good
message to the community that both houses came
together in that process to support the apology.
Many tens of thousands of Victorians were affected by
those past adoption practices, and many were able to be
here today in the chamber, in Queen’s Hall and at the
Windsor Hotel. Many more would have been watching
online through the internet streaming of the activities of
the Parliament and many will read about it in the future,
and hopefully many will watch the DVD of the apology
if they were unable to see it or if they wish to watch it
once again so that they can understand the very clear
messages.
I am very pleased we have this take-note motion before
us today as well, because it is an opportunity for all
members in this house, if they wish to, to contribute to
the apology that was given this morning. I will limit my
contribution to a brief few words, because I know there
are others who have not yet had that opportunity and
who will want to contribute.
It was a very special opportunity to go over to the
Windsor Hotel following the apology that was made by
this Parliament and to talk to many people. You were
there as well, Speaker, which was wonderful. There
was a lot of emotion but also a sense in some way of
relief and acknowledgement. That was very important.
A lot of people spoke to me, and it was touching. One
woman came to talk to me about some of the women
she knew and who were there. Her comment to me was
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that they felt they had come home. That was probably
the most touching comment of all I heard and a
recognition of what this Parliament has been able to
achieve this morning with the motion that we passed.
I was also very pleased that the package of practical
measures put forward by the government was very well
received as well. Some of those measures, such as the
removal of fees, the support for an integrated birth
certificate through a national process, and the expansion
of counselling services and helping counsellors to
increase their capacity to work with women who have
been affected by adoption practices, were welcomed.
Also welcomed was the government’s intention to
introduce legislation in relation to mothers and fathers
being able to access identifying information. I think it
will be a good opportunity, when this house reconvenes
at some time, to debate that legislation. I certainly had a
lot of feedback that that was very welcome and would
make a real difference.
We cannot undo the past, but we can make amends.
The activities of the Parliament today are contributing
to that process. In finishing up I want to acknowledge
that so many people in so many ways have contributed
to the achievement of the apology today in this
Parliament. I want them all to know they have our
thanks. For many this journey has been over 30 or
40 years. Many have been active for a decade or so;
some have become more active recently. We met all the
people representing all those groups today. I want to
thank the mothers and fathers, and also the daughters
and sons, who have been so active and courageous in
their advocacy, which has been a very important
catalyst for today becoming a reality.
I also want to recognise the leadership and the
commitment of the Premier, who has delivered this
apology as the Leader of the Government. He is
obviously very committed to what has been achieved
today. I want to mention my department, the
Department of Human Services, led by Argiri
Alisandratos and his team, who worked exceptionally
hard on not only the substance but also the process so
that everything ran smoothly today. I also want to
acknowledge Anna Schulze in my office, who has been
involved in so many aspects of the work done to
achieve the apology today.
I commend this take-note motion to the house. I want to
recognise everyone who has been involved and I want
to recognise the Parliament at its best in what we have
been able to achieve today.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great humility
and a real sense of emotion that I join this take-note
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debate on the apology for past adoption practices. There
are very few occasions when this Parliament comes
together in universal agreement with such a unity of
purpose and commitment. In the almost 10 years that I
have been in this place I have been privileged to be part
of two of these profound moments: the care leavers
apology on 9 August 2006 led by then Premier Steve
Bracks and this respectful apology for past adoption
practices today.
It was a privilege to be at the Windsor Hotel. I chose to
be over there today with other parliamentary colleagues
and with so many of those who have suffered due to
past adoption practices. I want to reiterate the apology
for the technical difficulties at the beginning of the
debate. I know, Speaker, that they were due to
circumstances beyond your control, and I thank the
technical staff who worked so hard to get the audio feed
going — and it only began part of the way through the
Premier’s contribution — and then unfortunately the
visual feed was not up until Mr Barber’s contribution. I
am pleased the Minister for Community Services and
the Secretary of the Department of Human Services
have said a DVD will be available to anyone who
would like a copy.
Today’s apology was really a profound moment. Being
in the Windsor Hotel with people, some of whom had
their families with them, including small children,
seemed absolutely right. It seemed absolutely right to
hear the cries of babies and small children whilst the
leaders in this place were speaking because it reminded
us that some of the first and last contact these women
would have had with their children would have been
with a crying baby. Maybe that was all they heard;
maybe they never got to see the face of their newborn.
Tragically many of those who are the subject of this
apology today and those who are with us are care
leavers to whom this Parliament apologised in 2006. I
am pleased, but I am terribly sad, that we are having to
apologise to them again today, because not only did the
state fail in its duty to them as parents — whether it be
through neglect, abuse or failure to provide the most
basic of sex education and family planning advice — it
further failed when it did not allow them to parent their
children.
Today I had the privilege to be at the Windsor Hotel
with Valda Hogan. I have met Valda on several
occasions before today, and it was wonderful to be
seated so close to her and to be able to give her a cuddle
after the apology was concluded. Valda has told me she
was raised in a Good Shepherd institution and that
when she became pregnant and gave birth her daughter
was removed from her. I am really glad that Valda and
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her daughter, Michelle, have now met. They met for the
first time only last year. Michelle is in her 40s; she is
probably close to my age. Valda is now a grandmother.
I think Valda’s story tells everyone’s story. It tells of
the loss of family and the loss of connection for Valda,
for Michelle and for the grandchildren. Today I
marvelled at Valda’s goodwill and how, given what has
happened in her life, she was able to thank the leaders
from the bottom of her heart and respectfully and
cheerfully ask them to sign her copy of the apology.
Valda just astounds me; she is amazing. It is personal
stories like those of Valda and Jo Farmer, to which the
Leader of the Opposition referred, that help legislators
and the wider community to get a small insight into
what life has been like for those who have had their
children forcibly removed from them.
I have thought long and hard about telling my own
story and that of my son Blake. In 1982, much to the
shock of my parents, at 18 years of age I found myself
expecting a child. Until that time I had been my dad’s
right hand. Despite living 600 kilometres from each
other since I left home, we had spoken every day until I
delivered him the deeply disappointing news that I was
going to be an unwed mother. From that day my dad
said he would refuse to speak to me unless I committed
to having my then unknown child adopted out. I was
not allowed home, I was not allowed to tell my sisters
and I was not allowed to tell my dad’s family.
When I was admitted to the Royal Women’s Hospital,
although I had paid private health insurance for over a
year, I was discriminated against because I was a single
parent, and I was placed in a public ward. I believe that
because I was a single mum I received substandard
care. Mums go home a lot earlier these days, but I was
in hospital for 10 or 11 days — I have forgotten exactly
how many now. I was disrespected by most of the staff
due to my single status. I was constantly visited by the
social workers and by nurses who put papers in front of
me suggesting that I adopt my child out. I was given
advice about the registration of my child’s birth. I hung
out for more than a week to register my child’s birth
because I was told that if the child did not take his
father’s name, ‘father unknown’ would have to be
recorded on the birth certificate. That was the case until
1984.
I think my experience shows the kind of pressure
women were under. I am not saying that I hold it
against my dad or the institutions, but I think my story
and the story of Valda show how the odds were stacked
against women until very recently. It is not very long
ago that these things happened; it was in so many
people’s lifetimes. Because I was a sole parent I
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received substandard care, and I was constantly berated
by social workers about doing the right thing and
having my child adopted out. None of these staff made
any effort to really know about me or about how much
experience I had with children. I am the oldest of four, I
have 14 cousins who are younger than me, and I had
been involved in raising all of them.
My mum had been unwell when I was young, so I was
really good with kids. The hospital staff did not believe
me when I said, ‘I am not well enough to bath my baby.
I’m really not well enough’. They kept saying to me,
‘You’re rejecting that child; you’re not bonding with
that child’. It could not have been further from the truth.
On Christmas Day I finally agreed to their pushing —
Blake had been born on 21 December — and I said,
‘Okay, I’ll bath my child’. As I was running the bath I
said to the nurse, ‘You need to hold him for me’, and I
collapsed on the ground. They did not believe that I was
ill. I had a raging postnatal infection, but they did not
believe me because I was a sole parent. That is why
they continued to try to force me into this choice.
Today is not about me, but it is about those women who
were not, in the end, able to make the choice that I was
able to make. I want to thank my grandmother, my
uncle Alan and so many other members of my family
who supported me in my choice, despite my parents’
opposition. I want to thank Fr Ernie Smith. The church
has had a very bad rap in these matters, and rightly so,
but he supported me and told my dad to get his act
together. He knew that I would be successful and that I
could raise a child on my own, and I have proved that I
can. Blake is now 29 years old, and everyone who
meets him thinks he is fabulous. But it makes me
incredibly sad for Valda and for so many others who
were not able to hold their babies and raise them to
adulthood to be wonderful young Victorians like Blake.
Today is a very important day. I think every parent who
has spoken today — and everyone who has spoken
today has been a parent — identifies with this. I thought
it was important to share the sort of pressure that I was
subjected to because if it happened then, imagine what
it was like in the years before that — the years before
the Whitlam government allowed sole parents to access
the sole parent pension and the years before there was
decent child care. I am glad that we have moved on
from that time and that we have recognised that
children have a right to be raised by their mother and
father.
However, this apology needs to be just the beginning of
righting the wrongs that were done by the state and by
many well-meaning people and many not so
well-meaning people. I congratulate the Australian
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Nursing Federation today because it joined this
Parliament in making its own apology on behalf of
nurses who may have contributed to the sadness and the
loss of the many mothers who were forced into
adoption. I apologise to the Australian Medical
Association if it has already done so, but I hope that the
AMA will also make that apology on behalf of its
members. As the opposition leader said, for decades
this cruelty lived in our homes and in our hospitals, and
it was sanctioned by successive governments. It was
methodical, it was inhumane, it was performed by
trusted members of our community and it should
remain our shame.
I want to thank the government for the announcement
of measures that the Minister for Community Services
indicated today will be a follow-up to this apology.
Today must be just the beginning of the reparations.
The apology is very important, but so is the amendment
to the Adoption Act 1984 that the minister has
announced, which will allow birth parents to receive
identifying information about their adopted adult sons
and daughters. In line with other Australian
jurisdictions, this will be accompanied by the
introduction of a contact statement which will allow
adopted persons to regulate contact if desired. I know at
the time of the Cain government’s 1984 reforms to this
area we got very close to this, but it did not happen.
Now, almost 30 years on, it is really welcome to see
these changes. The opposition looks forward to
working with the government to make these changes
the best that they can be.
We also welcome — and I thank the minister for the
private briefing she gave me last night about this — the
enhanced support for access to specialised counselling
and support, including in both rural and metropolitan
areas of Victoria. It is really important that it will
include a new professional development program for
qualified counsellors to build specialist competencies in
post-adoption psychotherapy. Although what occurred
was widespread, it is a very specialised area of
counselling. Many people have sought counselling,
support and advice since that time; they have not
always got the understanding they needed from those
from whom they sought advice. It is a very important
measure.
It was great to hear the applause from the audience in
the Windsor Hotel when the minister announced the
removal of fees, effective immediately, to enable free
access to personal and family information through the
family information networks and discovery service for
people affected by past adoptions and the support for
the development of an integrated birth certificate in
conjunction with national reforms relating to
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documentation and provision of birth and adoption
records. These measures will assist in building on the
goodwill of the apology that has been made so sincerely
by this Parliament today.
I conclude by again thanking the Minister for
Community Services for the briefing that she provided
to me last night and for the comprehensive opposition
briefing that was provided to me and Jenny Mikakos, a
member for Northern Metropolitan Region in another
place.
I reiterate the remarks the minister made just before
about the work of Anna Schulze; she certainly seemed
to understand this area. I thank the staff of the
Department of Human Services, led by Gill Callister,
for the work they have done, particularly the poor old
technicians; I could see them struggling away trying to
restore the lost feed. I thank Andrea Coote, a member
for Southern Metropolitan Region in the other place,
who was also there and who is the minister’s
parliamentary secretary, including for the big hug she
gave me just before we started question time. I think
Andrea is a really good person, and I have been
privileged to work with her on a lot of matters in the
Parliament across the houses. It is not often that you can
have those sorts of relationships across party lines.
Finally, I want to commend the many women and their
supporters who have fought for this apology and for
these reforms for so long — for not giving in, for telling
their stories, for getting in front of our faces as
legislators and for speaking out about it in the media. I
know how I feel today; it is not an easy thing to talk
about your private life and what wrong might have
been done to you. It is a really important thing to name
a practice that is wrong, because it is the only way that
we as legislators can rectify it. Without all of the
women over all these years who have been prepared to
tell their story and fight for justice, this day would not
have come.
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Community Services and the member for Pascoe Vale.
In their speeches they referred to the number of mothers
and children — a disturbing number — and the
instances where women were forced, drugged or
coerced into giving away their babies or forcibly had
their babies taken away from them.
Like the other speakers, I am also a parent. In fact we
are blessed with five children, who are all now adults,
and two grandchildren. I cannot imagine what it would
have been like not to have lived through all the joys,
trials and tribulations of nurturing, watching and
enjoying them as they matured and their personalities
developed and through the joy of standing back and
watching with pride as they sought to establish their
identities and their places in life, work and family.
My heart aches for every mother, every child, every
father and every grandparent who has been through the
experiences and pain we have heard about today. There
have always been children born out of wedlock, or as it
used to be referred to, ‘born on the wrong side of the
blanket’. Over the centuries many of these children
were absorbed into immediate and extended families.
Many famous leaders unashamedly acknowledged their
bastard offspring, and many of those bastard offspring
were treated well. Those of the wealthy were given
titles and land, and with great pride they would talk
about all their numerous children. Even the children of
the poorer families were not treated as outcasts. They
were absorbed and were part of the community, but
sadly at some stage society began to treat the unmarried
pregnant woman and her children harshly.

With those words, I am privileged to have led the
opposition’s debate in noting the apology for past
adoption practices. I look forward to continuing to work
with those on the other side and in the other chamber to
make sure that we can do everything in our power to
right this wrong and to look after those who need our
care as a result of these terrible practices over many
decades.

Practices were carried out that we now look back on
with horror. They were often sent away so that
neighbours and family would not know. They were
expected to have the baby and to come back from the
so-called holiday with country or interstate relatives or
from an unmarried mothers home, to pick up their lives
and to act as if nothing had happened. No-one would
talk about it; things were swept under the carpet.
During the time after the First World War and the
Second World War while these practices of forced
adoption were going on we also had men coming back
from the horrors of war and being told to get on with
their lives and forget what had happened. We now
know that those returning soldiers did not forget and
that these mothers, fathers and grandparents have not
forgotten.

Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am honoured to speak on
this most important apology motion for past adoption
practices. We have heard moving and eloquent
speeches this morning from the leaders of the three
political parties in this house, the Minister for

When I was growing up in the 1950s and 1960s we
accepted so much more than we do today. There was
not the questioning and the fighting back. It was an era
when you did not question the authority of your
parents, teachers, doctors or priests. It was an era when
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a mixed marriage was a marriage between a Catholic
and a Protestant. So many of these mothers we are
thinking about today were young, were scared and were
made to feel guilty — they were made to feel that they
were bad girls for having participated in that most
natural, overwhelming need and hunger for the physical
act of sex.
Looking around the chamber today when everybody
was in here and looking at the members — some of
them several decades younger than I am — I thought
that they could be forgiven for wondering why we let
this happen. I guess the only answer I can give is
because it was thought to have been for the best. But
now we wonder who society at that time thought it was
best for? Certainly it was not for the mother — and in
many cases not the father — and certainly it was not for
the child; although I acknowledge that the majority
were placed with loving adoptive parents who nurtured
the children, and those adoptive parents frequently had
no idea that the mother had not voluntarily relinquished
the child.
Neither was it best for many of the workers in the
hospitals and unmarried mothers homes, some of whom
may be listening to or reading about today’s apology.
Without in any way minimising the hurt and pain
suffered by the parents or justifying the actions taken,
we understand that they were also hard, emotionally
tough times for many of the nurses, nuns and other
workers.
Times were tough for women with no equal pay. When
I became a single parent in the early 1970s my wage
was $45. I was paying $21 in rent and $7 in
before-and-after-school care, leaving me with a grand
total of $12 for food, clothes and utilities, and there was
not the support and acceptance we have today. It was
even tougher in the 1940s, 1950s and 1960s for a
woman to manage to live, to work and to bring up her
children. I admire the bravery of all the women who
have lobbied relentlessly — and rightly so — for
today’s apology, which is an acknowledgement of the
wrong done to them and their children. I would also
like us to take time to quietly think of those women
who even today cannot talk about the baby they had
and lost. Whilst we are publicly acknowledging all the
beautiful women who have come here today, I would
ask that we also reflect on those who, for whatever
reason, are still suffering in silence and privately
grieving for their child.
I asked a young woman what she thought about this
apology. This was a 22-year-old woman, and this
morning I asked her what she thought about us doing
today’s apology and whether she knew much about it.
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She said, ‘I don’t know much about it, but it must have
hurt the parents very much to lose their child like
that — and the guilt they must be feeling — and if an
apology helps, I think you should do it’. It is important
that we keep making sure that our young people know
the history of what has happened. It is part of our
history. It is part of the history of many countries
around the world, but we must tell this story because
we cannot let history repeat itself. We often get carried
away with righteous indignation and doing the right
thing; but we know now that the right thing in those
days certainly was not the right thing.
To all the mothers, fathers and grandparents, and most
importantly to the adopted children: we cannot undo
what has been done, we cannot take away the pain you
have felt for all those years and — reiterating what the
Premier said earlier — all we can do is offer you on
behalf of this government and of all the governments
that came before us a sincere apology and regret for the
practices of forced separation. Those practices were
wrong and unwarranted and caused immeasurable pain.
I hope the action that has been taken today in this
house, which is a totally bipartisan action — which
means by all sides of Parliament — gives some comfort
to those of you who went through the forced separation
of your children. I know the measures being introduced
after all these years by the Minister for Community
Services are supported by the Minister for Ports, who is
at the table and was a community services minister in
the late 1990s. I hope that you accept this apology and
that it helps to ease your pain.
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — I rise to speak on
the apology to the victims of past adoptive practices.
Today we stood in this house and did something that
has been long awaited and extremely important. It has
been a long time coming for a lot of mothers and their
daughters and sons. Today we stood in this house and
acknowledged a great wrongdoing, a great tragedy and
a crime perpetrated in our lifetime. Today we stood in
this place and unequivocally apologised for the
systemic practice of taking babies from their mothers,
often and predominantly for no reason other than that
the mother was single, alone and vulnerable.
While there is certainly an emphasis on the period of
the 1950s, 1960s and 1970s, I want to emphasise that
this practice was not absolutely restricted to that point
of history. As stated in the Age today, at its peak in
1971–72, 10 000 babies were taken from their mothers,
while by 2012 the number of adoptions per year is
fewer than 200. That is a big difference, and one that
shows clearly that those 9800 sons and daughters were
adopted not by choice but by a clear and calculated
policy that did not have any consideration for the
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mothers or their children. They are figures that clearly
show that babies were considered commodities and the
mothers were considered the means to accessing that
commodity.
Many of these mothers were young and single, and I
would argue that all were vulnerable. To use that
position to effect another advantage — that is, to take
their babies with the sole intention of breaking that
relationship — was a blatant and cruel breach of human
rights. To withhold information from women at that
point was, I believe, a blatant and cruel breach of
human rights; and to actively participate in withholding
information was a crime, as were the methods used to
restrain women. They were restrained physically,
emotionally, psychologically and systemically in order
to remove their child without their consent.
These were oppressive practices. They were not
practices based on the principles of self-determination.
They were judgemental practices, not practices based
on the best interests of the child and her or his mother.
They were inequitable policies, not based on the
position that all people have a right to choices that
affect their lives, and these were unjust policies, not
based on any principles of individual justice or rights.
They were cruel, callous and calculated policies and
practices based on nothing but a criminal and
bloody-minded intent to take from someone and give to
someone else.
The effects of this state-sanctioned action, which was
supported by many religious, government and
non-government organisations, are deeply and
personally traumatic — a trauma experienced by
mothers and a trauma experienced by their children.
They were despicable acts performed by those often in
a trusted position and performed by people who
clinically abused that trust. I believe it was absolutely
akin to an act of violence perpetrated against women by
those in positions of power.
Grief and loss experienced by these acts do not
diminish over time — they deepen; a constant dullness
and anguish, a constant vigilance and guilt, a constant
loss. It is post-traumatic stress disorder; it is real and it
is serious. Post-traumatic stress disorder can manifest in
many ways, some of those being loss of memory, loss
of energy, risk-taking behaviour and sometimes loss of
life.
As I said in the beginning, this practice was perpetrated
mostly on single mothers for seemingly no reason other
than the fact that they were single mothers. I have spent
part of my life being a single mother to three now
grown children, and I think about what I would have
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missed and what they would have missed if my
circumstances had been different, if I had perhaps been
born in another time. While we did not have any money
and we did not have many things, we certainly had a
hell of a lot of love in our household, and the thought
that my family would be considered unworthy and
illegitimate and valueless is sickening and offensive.
The theory that single mothers were not in the best
position to raise children is wrong. The policies were
wrong. The practices were wrong. And for those
policies and practices, for the ongoing hurt and trauma,
for the gaps that can never be filled in the lives of
mothers and their children, for those who are here and
those who have died of pain, I am truly and sincerely
sorry.
I welcome the measures the government has announced
today, and I make a personal commitment to do my
best, both in this place and outside it, to never forget
this part of our history and to use that as a framework
for being the strongest possible advocate for mothers
and their children, and to ensure that this never ever
happens again.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to contribute to this debate on the Victorian
government’s apology for past adoption practices. It is
certainly with a heavy heart that members on all sides
of Parliament rise to make contributions on this very
important debate. As has been identified, between 1950
and 1975 there was institutionalised, systemic adoption
of nearly 19 000 Victorian children, many of whom
were relinquished by young unwed mothers, and as we
have heard today, many of those mothers did not
willingly give of their child. As the Premier has stated,
young mothers were routinely compelled, coerced and
given no realistic choice other than to relinquish their
babies for adoption.
Many people will have personal experiences with
regard to adoption. Within my own family there has
been an experience of adoption, and although my
experience is not in this context, many will have a
personal experience in this area. My age lends itself to
being the peak time in which many children were
adopted, and I certainly can recall many children during
my time at school who were adopted children. I
remember one child who was a friend of mine at
school, and I asked the question as to why he was
adopted. I remember him saying that he had been told
that his mother could not look after him and chose to
give him up for adoption so that another family could
care for him.
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We have now learnt that for many that was not the case.
We now know, as the minister advised today, that many
were restrained, drugged and coerced, their babies were
taken and they could do nothing about it. We know that
these were practices that were enforced at a systemic
level by the health system, by religious orders and by
non-government organisations, but shamefully it was a
practice endorsed at a government level in the sense
that the government sought not to intervene, and
certainly we are all the better for ensuring that those
practices no longer apply.
Whilst for many this has been a long time coming, I
know many in the community will be gratified to see
that the Parliament of Victoria has done this, that it has
been endorsed by all sides of politics and that it will
help heal some of those wounds. I congratulate the
Minister for Community Services on the work she has
done. I understand there has been work done by all
sides of politics on this important issue, and I recognise
the work that has been done to date by various
governments on this issue.
In particular, the amendment which has been
foreshadowed to the Adoption Act 1984 allowing birth
parents to receive identifying information about their
adopted adult sons and daughters certainly received
resounding applause from those in the public gallery
earlier today. Normally such applause would not be
allowed in this house in terms of participation by those
in the gallery, but on this occasion it was received in the
spirit in which it was intended.
Other amendments include enhanced support for access
to specialised counselling and support in both rural and
metropolitan areas, including the development of new
professional development programs for counsellors to
build specialist competencies and post-adoption
psychotherapy, and also the removal of fees to enable
free access to personal and family information through
the family information networks and discovery service
for people affected by past adoptions.
Clearly these are important measures which I hope are
supported by all sides of politics. We recognise that for
many this will not take away the hurt or pain they have
endured, and on behalf of the community of the
Ferntree Gully electorate and this Parliament I pass on
my regards. I share their deep concern and frustration
with former governments and the way they acted in this
area.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — Today I got an email
about the parliamentary apology motion from my very
good friend who has also been my electorate officer,
Chris Papas. Some people may know Chris, certainly
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the honourable members for Kororoit and Derrimut
know Chris. He has been around Melbourne for a long
time. Chris is one of the people in Victoria who have
been affected by forced adoption. He is a lovely bloke,
he is a terrific bloke, and he and his family are just
fantastic. I will read the email he sent to me. It says:
As you are aware today is a significant day for those of us that
were part of a terrible state government system. While I have
been relatively open and public about my adoption and
extremely lucky to be in a loving migrant family, I have not
been so forthcoming about the horrible way that it came
about. Today’s apology will go some way and assist in
healing and helping those of us understand the helpless way
in which we feel for our biological mums and come to terms
with never knowing our biological fathers.
I only wish it was a Labor government driving this and not
the conservatives. I also ask that you take note carefully of the
wording and see to it that future governments never undertake
these terrible state-sanctioned policies of family destruction.

Chris does come from a very loving family. Both
Mr and Mrs Papas, whom I know, have nurtured and
looked after Chris all his life. He needs to repay that
because of some of the health problems and issues that
unfortunately they now face. But this email drove home
to me the personal reality of what the apology really
means and the effect this has had on individual people
and people close to me. I have known Chris from the
day he walked into my office really angry because of
some things that were happening in his life at the time.
That was probably in 2000, so I have known him for
about 12 years.
The apology is a very powerful way for us, as
parliamentarians representing the state of Victoria, to
express our apology on behalf of everyone to people
like Chris and others and to help them find a way
forward. I appreciate the commitments given by the
Minister for Community Services earlier today, and I
conveyed those to Chris as well. Chris will look into
using those mechanisms and policy changes in his own
situation. I thank the government and everyone who has
spoken powerfully on this matter today. I think the
healing and the hurt will take place over time. These
issues are so personal that sometimes they never heal.
Sometimes the hurt can go away, but often it does not.
Does the apology help? I think it does, and I think it is
an important step. It is a recognition, and it says that
we, as a community and as a society, will not do this
again. I certainly pledge that position to the Parliament
and to Chris — that this should never happen again and
that we should not allow it to happen again. I sincerely
wish all those who were affected by forced adoption
everything of the best for the future. I trust that this
apology will assist them in the future.
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Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — I rise to speak on the
motion on the parliamentary apology for past adoption
practices. Today I am proud to be an elected member of
the Victorian Parliament and to be part of such a
historic apology for forced adoptions. I thank my
parliamentary colleagues the leaders of the Liberal
Party, The Nationals, the Labor Party and the Greens,
as well as fellow members from the Legislative
Assembly and the Legislative Council, for their unity
and bipartisan support in expressing regret and extreme
sorrow for the past practices of forced separation and
adoption. The motion today is significant; it is an
important milestone for the estimated 19 000 children
who were taken or relinquished for adoption, many
against the will of their mothers and fathers.
In the contribution of the member for Yan Yean we
heard the story of Valda Hogan. I also have the
privilege of knowing Valda and her personal story. It is
moving to hear Valda, to see her strength and to know
that she had her baby daughter taken away but then
became reunited with her. Valda had the strength to
share her story. This afternoon she said to me, ‘Today,
Donna, the apology was just what we wanted. It was
respectful, well done and I loved meeting everyone’. It
was a very important day for Valda. I thank Valda, and
I thank the member for Yan Yean for her contribution.
The practice of forced adoptions continued until the
1980s. I was born in 1970, and I have family and
friends who were adopted at birth. We are talking about
children who are now my age who have not had the
chance to meet their parents. I cannot imagine never
having the opportunity to meet my maternal and
paternal family or grandparents, and I feel very blessed
to have been in the fortunate situation I was in as a
child.
The majority of children who were adopted grew up as
part of loving families. They had loving adoptive
parents who were overjoyed to be given the opportunity
to adopt and raise a child, which they might otherwise
never have had the opportunity to do for a variety of
reasons, including infertility. However, at the back of
the minds of the adopted children there was always the
question of what their birth mum and dad’s
circumstances were. I have been told firsthand that
children were told when they were growing up that
their birth parents were young, alone and unable to love
and care for a baby, or that the children were not
wanted. Many times this may have been true, but as we
have discovered, and as we have heard from previous
speakers, including the Premier and the Minister for
Community Services, this was often not the case —
babies were often taken against their mother’s will. The
government sought not to intervene.
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Children are still forever wondering. Questions remain
unanswered, and they are raised again year after year
with the passing of every significant date, such as a
birthday, Mother’s Day or Father’s Day. I hope today’s
historic apology provides some comfort to those who
were never granted the right to know their birth parents.
Years that were spent without knowing your birth
parents cannot be replaced; however, I hope today
brings comfort and some closure in having all members
united in their acknowledgement that the past practices
were wrong, in apologising unreservedly and in
committing to never allow a repeat of these
circumstances.
I place on the record my sincere expression of sadness
as a mother for the mothers and fathers who have never
had the chance to know their children. I cannot imagine
the pain it would cause to have a child taken away after
carrying it for nine months, loving the feeling of your
baby’s first movements in utero, engaging in the fun of
choosing names for your newborn and planning for the
impending birth. We are so fortunate today to have a
wonderful range of services provided at a government
level, including at a local council level, for mothers and
fathers during pregnancy, during the delivery of a baby
and after a birth. I honestly cannot imagine the grief,
pain and trauma associated with having a baby taken
away at birth. I can only imagine that it feels like a part
of you has died. The guilt must be unimaginable. We
have heard of mothers trying to visit hospitals in the
days after giving birth to get their baby back, only to be
told that it was too late, that their baby had gone — and
we now know that was often not the case.
I have four amazing sons. They are my proudest
achievement. Each day brings new challenges and
achievements. They have taught me some incredibly
important lessons. Their lives are not complicated.
They enjoy their days not trying to impress anyone.
They have taught me a lot about how to enjoy life and
not sweat the small stuff. My boys are extremely
forgiving. One minute they can be fighting, and the
next minute they are wrestling or mucking around and
kicking the footy. They are handsome and energetic;
they have brought a richness to my life that I cannot
imagine being without. I feel devastated when I
imagine thousands of parents being robbed of the same
opportunity to experience the magic of raising their
own children.
I thank the mothers, fathers, children and other family
members who have for decades lobbied governments to
recognise the wrongs that occurred. I am proud of the
announcements made today by the minister and the
Premier of the important measures that will assist those
affected by past adoption practices. I commend the
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government for announcing a number of new measures
to respond to the needs of those affected. We have
heard that these initiatives will include an amendment
to the Adoption Act 1984 to allow birth parents to
receive identifying information about their adopted
adult sons and daughters. In line with other Australian
jurisdictions, this will be accompanied by the
introduction of a contact statement which will allow
adopted persons to regulate contact if they so desire. It
was incredibly moving to hear the cheers from the
gallery when this was announced by the minister. It was
certainly very welcome.
There will also be enhanced support for access to
specialised counselling. Fees will be removed, effective
immediately, to enable free access to personal and
family information through the family information
networks and discovery service. There will also be a
discovery service for people affected by past adoptions.
In closing, on behalf of the people of the electorate of
Carrum I say thank you to those who have attended
today — thank you for your strength in attending
today’s historic announcement. It has been an
incredibly emotional day for us all. We have learnt
from the mistakes of the past, and we look forward to
the future.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — It is with
humility that I rise to join other speakers from this
chamber to support this motion to take note of the
apology to the victims of past adoption practices in
Victoria. I acknowledge those present with us in the
parliamentary precinct today and those who are
watching from elsewhere. This is without doubt a day
of profound significance for those individuals who have
struggled for decades to face a life of sorrow and
emptiness as a result of the most inhumane act that a
society could inflict on its own — the forced separation
of a mother and her newborn child.
As I sat and listened earlier today to the Premier, the
Deputy Premier, the Leader of the Opposition, the
Leader of the Greens in the Legislative Council, the
member for Pascoe Vale and the Minister for
Community Services, I wondered how a society could
commit such cruel acts on others. I pondered what the
significance of an apology would be to the many
thousands of mothers who never had the chance to hold
or nurture their babies, let alone name them or enjoy
those wonderful moments that all parents do on
occasions such as first birthdays and Christmas
mornings. I pondered what hearing the word ‘sorry’
might mean to a generation of sons and daughters who
were denied an opportunity to know their birth fathers
or mothers. As much as I considered the devastation
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associated with the various stories that were offered
here in the Parliament earlier today, I simply could not
imagine the deep pain that people affected by these past
adoption practices must experience on a daily basis.
As powerful as the apology speeches were this
morning, there is one moment that will stay with me
forever. That moment did not come from the floor of
the Parliament; it came from the many people sitting in
the visitors gallery. The moment I refer to was the
sound of people crying and sobbing, stricken by grief
and punished with a life of profound sadness and
misfortune. The pain of those audible sobs said it all. I
hurt for those people with us today; I hurt for those who
were not here with us today, and I shed my tears for
complete strangers.
Broken lives can never be put back together. Past
wrongs can never truly be corrected, but I hope the
apology that has been offered by this Parliament brings
some level of comfort and hope to the many thousands
of Victorians who have clearly suffered for too long. I
hope the measures announced by the Minister for
Community Services and the Victorian government,
including a commitment to amend the Adoption Act
1984 to let mothers and fathers access identifying
information about their forcibly adopted sons and
daughters, will go some way to demonstrating the
desire of this Parliament to assist those who have been
so badly let down by so many in the past.
Finally, let me say that on behalf of the Williamstown
electorate I too am sorry for the anguish and inhumane
treatment inflicted upon the thousands of mothers,
fathers, children and grandparents. This is a significant
day — a moment in history. It is a moment to never
forget those who wept in our company today. It is a
moment for those who will continue to weep long after
our speeches are consigned to the pages of Hansard.
Your pain has been felt, and your stories will never be
forgotten.
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — The pain
and the hurt filling the Victorian Parliament today is
palpable — in this chamber, next door in Queen’s Hall
and across the road at the Windsor Hotel. There is so
much hurt and immeasurable pain. Each one of you has
endured a lifetime of longing for lost opportunities — a
lifetime of longing for relationships that were never
able to be developed. Whether you are a mother, a
father, a son, a daughter, a brother, a sister, a
half-brother or a half-sister, you have all suffered
enormous loss.
There are hundreds of people here sharing this day.
Some of them you may know, most you probably will
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not. All of these people around you have suffered too,
in one sense in the same way but in another sense in
very unique ways. Some of you have battled depression
all your lives. Some of you have turned to drugs or
alcohol to blank out the pain. Some of you have turned
to self-harm. Some of you have explosive anger. Some
of you are crippled by shame. Some of you have spent a
lifetime withdrawn and unable to speak about how you
feel, and some of you are just very sad and have been
all your lives. You are all different, yet you are united
as one in this Victorian Parliament having suffered
from the consequences of forced adoption.

ancient history; there are related issues to do with the
importance of identity and the rights of children which
we continue to grapple with and have responsibility for
in this place, such as intercountry adoption, surrogacy
arrangements and donor-conceived children. Just today
in a newspaper it was reported that a child can now be
created using two eggs and one sperm. It is incumbent
on members in this place to keep up with medical and
technological developments to ensure that the rights of
children to know their true genetic origins are kept
paramount in our legislation. It is a changing world, and
as your representatives we must keep up with it.

It is important for the community to know that the
coercion in the adoption regime took many forms. We
heard about some truly horrific experiences today.
Some of them were insidiously subtle but still
amounted to forced adoption. For example, some of
you were told not to think of your unborn baby as your
own; adoption was pushed on you as the right thing to
do. Some of you were presented with adoption papers
to sign and not given further information or support
regarding your options. Some of you were unable to
read or understand the forms you signed. Some of you
were not told of the 30-day revocation period, which
would have enabled you to change your mind. Some of
you had no support from those around you at the time
to keep your baby.

I was born in 1967. Unbeknownst to me until a few
years ago, on the other side of the world a little girl
called Catriona was growing up. Catriona is my
half-sister. She was born as a result of a relationship my
father had with her mother when they were at
university. She was adopted at birth to an English
family. Sometime later my father married my mother
and had four boys. He died about 15 years ago, never
having told anybody. Catriona made contact a few
years ago. She lives in Italy now. I can only speculate
as to the circumstances of her adoption and the impact
this would have had on her, her mother and our father,
but from a personal perspective I feel that while I now
have irregular contact with Catriona we have been
robbed of perhaps some more meaningful contact that
may have occurred as we grew up.

For many of you the lack of recognition of what was
done to you has made it worse. The Parliament and its
members, the representatives of all Victorians, are here
today to recognise what you have been through. We are
here today to say to you unequivocally that what
happened to you was wrong. We accept responsibility
for these wrongs, without qualification. We offer our
sincere regrets and profound remorse that you have
suffered this immeasurable pain, and we assure you that
what happened to you will not happen again to others.
The apology I make is not simply an expression of
regret for what others did to you, because I believe this
Parliament has itself directly contributed to your hurt. It
was in this Parliament that legislation was debated and
passed which provided the legal framework for many
of your identities to be erased. It was legislation passed
in this very chamber that facilitated many of you
growing up with no means of knowing your biological
origins. It was legislation passed in this chamber that
prevented many people from knowing anything about
their son or daughter as they grew up.
Many of these wrongs have been subsequently righted,
but as a Parliament we must recognise the mistakes that
were made in this place — in this room — and ensure
that they are not made again, because this is not all

The apology today is a time for sadness and a
recognition of your pain. It is okay to let it show; we
have all been very emotional here today in the chamber.
But today is also a time for healing, and it should be a
time for optimism. The apology from this Parliament is
just a small step which can never right the wrongs of
the past, but I hope that today marks at the very least a
line in the sand from which you can move forward. I
hope today marks the day you can start to rebuild your
life. Today is a small step on a long road; let us take
that step together.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The wail was a
primal scream that rose from beyond the chamber. The
release of raw emotion cut to the bone; it was as
powerful and moving as the elegant speeches this house
had just witnessed from leaders and members from all
sides of politics. Today defined the best of the
parliamentary system in bearing witness, delivering
acknowledgment, easing a burden of history and
restoring a measure of grace.
At the ceremony at the Windsor Hotel, a toddler
chomping on a purple dummy brought home the full
weight of innocence lost. Her blond ponytail bounced
around the room as she ran alternately into the embrace
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of her mother and father, laughing and playing,
blissfully innocent to the enormity of the occasion.
Today we also witnessed tears as each speech officially
recognised how laws and hearts had been broken.
As a boy, one of the most eagerly awaited events in
Broadmeadows was the annual foundling home fete.
There were pony rides and raffles to raise money for
the babies wrapped in pink and blue blankets who were
wheeled out and lined up against a window for public
viewing. One of those babies has grown into an
inspirational mother. Her son is my son’s close friend;
such are the coincidences of life. She was here today
accompanying her mother to witness the
acknowledgement of the fact that thousands of babies
were taken from their mothers without informed
consent or by social mores and that this loss caused
enormous grief.
Today’s events have been cathartic for all. ‘What’s
done is done’ and cannot be undone, as Shakespeare
lamented. But the commitments the Victorian
government made are welcomed and will be beneficial.
The practical measures and foreshadowing of
legislation to help Victorians find their lost parents
were roundly applauded, and justifiably so.
I would like to acknowledge and thank everyone who
has made a contribution to today’s important apology
and the government and Parliament for the commitment
to never forget what happened or repeat these practices.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — Looking back
over the last 20 years in this parliamentary chamber
there have been a number of members’ contributions
that have stood out, and I have appreciated the sincerity,
humility and earnestness of those who have spoken
today during this apology for past adoption practices.
In my mind’s eye I also recall the purest grief I have
perhaps ever seen of a young lady who on a sustained
basis was crying while my staff and I listened to her
story about separation and the loss of her mother. It is
that pure grief that stands out in my mind’s eye as a
memory of a political journey. That grief has been
extrapolated to the circumstances that are before the
house today and has been covered and narrated in a
number of stories.
I enter this discussion with a strongly held perspective.
In relation to adoption law and practice in the past I
believe it is axiomatic, a fundamental principle and an
inviolable right that an individual has a right not to be
deceived. I strongly oppose, and have for several
decades, the falsification of birth records. At the time
this was embarked upon in a belief that it was for the
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greater good, but I also acknowledge that many at the
time felt that it was not in the best interests of the child.
I also hold the very strong view that a person has the
fundamental right to full knowledge of their genetic
inheritance and that that right is fundamental to
psychological and social wellbeing.
Western literature portrays a number of examples of
circumstances of parents wondering about the life
journey of children who have been surrendered and of
children wondering who their parents are. The works of
Charles Dickens in Oliver Twist and Bleak House,
William Golding in Free Fall, Tourneur, Joseph
Conrad in Under Western Eyes and Emily Bronte in
Wuthering Heights portray the tapestry of life in a
literary sense. But the reality is that many thousands of
times over in Victorian history those circumstances
have been replicated not just through the eyes of a
writer but through the reality of human experience.
In 1928 this chamber oversaw the first adoption
legislation in Victoria. This was several decades after
Western Australia introduced comparable legislation in
the 1890s and the United Kingdom circa 1926. The
legislation was later amended in 1964. The principles
enunciated were to the effect that there was a
fundamental termination of an understanding of a
person’s heritage and history and a transfer under the
birth records of the state of Victoria to the adopting
parents. That is an issue that is being worked through in
the light of experience and in the light of the brave and
strong journeys of those people who were in the
parliamentary precinct today and who have lobbied for
this over a long period of time.
In the 1970s a New Zealander by the name of Joss
Shawyer wrote a book called Death by Adoption. On
one occasion she noted the insult to personal dignity of
the falsifying of birth records, which is precisely what
adoption entails. There are a number of descriptions in
the literature of the reaction of mothers. There is a
feeling of loss. There is a feeling that whenever they see
a child in the street perhaps that child might be theirs.
One parent noted that it was the saddest day of her life
to put her child up for adoption. Another parent noted,
‘I think about my child always.’ On the part of the
relinquishing mother the story often related to an
involuntary surrender of the child that may have been
the product of youth; of social, economic or family
circumstance; or of family pressure.
In fairness to the wider debate it should be noted that
not all parents wish to seek reunion. I am aware of one
or two circumstances of this within my electorate. In
terms of the practice of adoption it is also interesting to
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note that Finland has a practice of incorporating both
the parents and the adoptive parents on the birth
certificate. The journey leading up to that decision is
very interesting and illustrates the foresight and vision
of those who contributed to that legislative outcome.
Comments were made earlier in the chamber about how
the major life events of reaching adulthood, marriage,
parenthood, illness and approaching death would
trigger recurring memories of surrendering a child.
Those occasions are very important, and they are an
opportunity to pause and reflect. The changed life
journeys and insurmountable grief felt by a number of
people form part of the social history of this state.
For the children there is a lack of knowledge of their
genetic inheritance — the appearance, interests and
physical attributes of height and colour that they
inherited — and the siblings or half siblings that they
may otherwise have had.
In the literature there is the example of twins who are
separated at birth and brought up on different
continents. They may have the privilege of meeting
again later on and finding out that they have remarkably
similar attributes, mannerisms and behaviour. In the
wider context there is the question of whether a
person’s life is determined by nature or nurture, and
there are sociological debates that have occurred within
that particular context. I hold the personal view that
genetic inheritance has a pivotal and fundamental role.
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TOBACCO AMENDMENT (SMOKING AT
PATROLLED BEACHES) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(MISCELLANEOUS) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 October; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.

There is an allied matter as we debate this issue before
the house today, and that relates to surrogacy. Four
years ago in this chamber I took a position in relation to
the right to information concerning biological origin
and the amendment of the birth record. I retain the view
that a person has a right to a full knowledge of their
genetic inheritance and a right not to be deceived. In
previous debates I also raised concerns about the
destruction of records as they relate to matters
pertaining to surrogacy and the tragedy that is a result
of the legislature not having kept up with scientific
developments. This is not the first time in this chamber
that we have debated this particular issue. In
conclusion, I commend the government on its
contribution to the discussion today, and I commend all
members of this chamber.

Read third time.

The SPEAKER — Order! The time set down for
consideration of items on the government business
program has expired, and I am required to interrupt
business.

Read third time.

ROAD MANAGEMENT AMENDMENT
(PENINSULA LINK) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 October; motion of
Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.

Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Rail: South Morang station
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — The
adjournment matter I have is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is that the minister take
steps to install an additional myki ticket machine at the
South Morang railway station and to reconsider his
government’s position not to build the Mernda busway.
The reason I raise this action for the minister is
because — —
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
member has asked for two actions: one is to install a
myki ticketing machine and a separate action deals with
a bus situation. My understanding is that under standing
orders members can only raise one action.
The SPEAKER — Order! The feeling I had was
that it related to the same item.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — The reason I raised this
matter for the attention of the minister is because there
is increasing frustration amongst constituents in my
electorate with respect to a failure to augment the public
transport system. With the advent of the brand-new
South Morang railway station — courtesy of the
previous Labor government’s $650 million investment
extending that line and related works — many
commuters are taking advantage of it, but the problem
is that there is only one myki ticket machine. People
have to queue up and their commute is delayed because
they need to access tickets to be able to use trains. I ask
the minister to seriously consider the need to add an
extra ticket machine at the South Morang station.
The railway system extension has been very much
welcomed by the community. You, Speaker, will recall
that a lot of investment was put into that system to
ensure that the growing population in the northern
suburbs, including in my electorate but also further
north, is able to enjoy the benefits of a good public
transport system. With the duplication of the line
between Keon Park and Epping, the new stations built
at Epping and Thomastown and of course the new one
at South Morang, this rail extension is very important.
There is a need for a new machine, and I hope the
minister can see his way to ensuring that an additional
ticket system is put in place.
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Yeshivah Centre: camp site
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise on the
adjournment tonight to address a matter to the Minister
for Youth Affairs concerning the Yeshivah Centre’s
proposal to build a new camp site in Victoria. I request
that the minister visit the centre and meet with
Nechama Bendet, the general manager of the centre,
and Rabbi Moshe Kahn, the director of Chabad Youth,
to hear about the great work they have done in youth
leadership and to discuss advancing their camp site
proposal.
The Yeshivah Centre has been a part of Melbourne’s
vibrant Jewish community for over 50 years, with a
membership base in excess of 10 000 people, with
500 employees and with hundreds of dedicated
volunteers. It provides a comprehensive range of
programs for youth. Apart from the great educational
institutions, including the Yeshivah Beth Rivkah early
learning centres and the Yeshivah Beth Rivkah colleges
that it represents, it also does great work engaging
young people through Chabad Youth. Some of the
programs include winter and summer camps, seminars,
weekend activities, after-school clubs and festival
celebrations, to name a few. It is indeed a great pleasure
to represent them in my electorate.
Yeshivah is proposing to invest $3 million to construct
a safe and secure camp site which will accommodate
600 campers and staff. The camp site will also be made
available to other schools and community groups on a
not-for-profit basis. Some of the facilities proposed
include commercial kitchens, bathrooms, assembly
halls, swimming pools, rope courses, sports fields and
facilities to accommodate performing and fine arts and
music. I believe that the proposal would be of great
benefit to Victoria as it would provide a new camp
facility for our young people. The economic benefits of
the camp site include job opportunities during the
construction and ongoing management of the site with
hundreds of thousands of dollars being spent in the
local area and broader community on bus services,
catering and food supplies.
It would be a great investment in regional Victoria as it
would be located a significant distance away from the
inner suburbs of Melbourne. Yeshivah is the sort of
spirited, positive organisation that government should
be working with. It is an experienced leader in running
camp sites and camp programs; it runs programs for
thousands of young people annually. I repeat my call
for the Minister for Youth Affairs to meet with
representatives of the Yeshivah Centre to discuss ways
in which the government could work with them to
provide a new camp facility. While the minister is there
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it would be a great opportunity for him to experience
firsthand some of the after-school programs that the
centre provides, to get a firsthand run-down from the
various members and volunteers, and also to see some
of the after-school programs in which the kids are
involved.
The centre is unique to this community, which has
some pertinent security issues when it runs camps and
needs the highest security. This is another important
element of the proposal, and I urge the minister to visit
the Yeshivah Centre.

Grimshaw Street, Greensborough: pedestrian
crossing
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads, and
the specific action I seek from him is that he urgently
fund a safe pedestrian crossing on Grimshaw Street in
the vicinity of Flintoff Street in my electorate. For some
time the matter of a safe crossing in this area has been
one of inconvenience. A large residential area to the
south of Grimshaw Street has had no safe means of
crossing the road other than by travelling further up
Grimshaw Street to Main Street where there are
pedestrian lights. People coming to Greensborough by
train or other means of public transport to attend one of
the many health-related services on the south side of
Grimshaw Street where Banyule Community Health
Service, radiography services, dental services, an
aged-care facility and physiotherapy consulting suites
are located, have not had an easy way of crossing busy
Grimshaw Street either.
Recently Banyule council, with money provided by the
previous state Labor government and the federal
government, constructed a $50 million regional aquatic
facility right at that intersection and this has increased
the number of people visiting the area. A number of
expressions of concern have been raised with my office
about people crossing the road at Grimshaw Street in a
dangerous manner. An issue that has been one of
inconvenience has now become one of safety. It would
be important for the minister to ask VicRoads as a
matter of urgency to investigate the possibility of
installing some form of safe pedestrian crossing at that
location, whether that be traffic lights or an overhead
bridge. At this stage, I think the community would like
some form of crossing investigated quickly before an
accident occurs on that stretch of road in which
someone is hurt, or worse, tragically killed.
In determining this matter the minister would be very
welcome were he to make the trip to the northern
suburbs to inspect this particular section of road. I am
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sure he would see firsthand just what a danger the
concentration of development on that intersection is
presenting. I witnessed a family with young children
crossing the road, obviously from the new aquatic
centre because they had towels hung over their
shoulders, on the bend and a car came around the
corner at speed. Only because the car driver was alert to
them and was able to slow down in time was that
family not hit by the car. It is important that the minister
take some very decisive action on this matter. I raise
this matter in the Parliament today but I will also be
writing to the minister to ensure that his office is made
fully aware of this matter.
I know that the local council has identified this
intersection as a possible site for traffic signals, not only
for pedestrian use but also for traffic management
purposes. At this point I am simply asking for an
investigation to be made of pedestrian safety at that
intersection.

Traralgon Greyhound Racing Club: funding
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I raise a matter this
evening for the Minister for Racing. The action I seek is
for the minister to advise when a decision is likely to be
made in respect of the application for funding by the
Traralgon Greyhound Racing Club under the very
popular Raceday Attraction program. The application is
in regard to a date, which is coming up very quickly,
and that is 28 November. The club is seeking to take up
a unique opportunity, because on the same day the
RACV Great Victorian Bike Ride will be stopping at
Traralgon for a couple of nights. The club sees this as a
great opportunity to ensure that many of the
4000 visitors to the region have the opportunity to go a
local greyhound race day meeting.
Greyhound Racing Victoria has been very gracious in
allowing the club to move a meeting from later in the
week to Wednesday, 28 November, should the
application be successful, and that is terrific. It is a great
tribute to the hard work and initiative that Hec Caruana
and his committee have shown with regard to this
application.
The Traralgon Greyhound Racing Club has a long
history in our region; it was established in 1973. I grew
up just around the corner and I can remember in my
early days going to the greyhounds on a Friday night. It
has been a great asset to the local community for a long
time. There are many local, passionate supporters of the
greyhound industry, whether they be trainers, whether
they be owners or whether they be supporters. It has
been a successful club for a long time, and the
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Traralgon Cup is the culmination of great racing at the
greyhound club in Traralgon.
As I said, if the application is successful there is an
opportunity for up to 4000 visitors to attend this unique
race day. I know the club in concert with the bike tour
organisers has suggested that should the application be
successful, they will allow free admission to the
racecourse, and provide some transport and
entertainment during the course of the day. I am sure if
this application were to be successful, it would be
wonderful day.
The racing minister has been a regular visitor to our
region, both when he was in opposition and now he is
in government. Glenview Park Racing Complex is
where the greyhound track is; it also has a thoroughbred
racing track. The minister, through an election
commitment, added an additional race day at Glenview
Park for thoroughbred racing, which was held last week
on Caulfield Cup Day and was another great success. I
know the racing industry generally is very supportive of
the minister, and we hope he can support this
application.

Dangerous dogs: Bellfield attack
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security. The
matter relates to a dangerous dog attack that led to the
tragic death of a guide dog which belonged to a local
resident in my electorate. The action I seek is that the
minister consult Banyule City Council and the Close
family on the resolution of this matter under the Crimes
Act 1958, following the implementation of the new
dangerous dog laws, to ascertain whether any further
action is required to protect the community from
dangerous dog attacks and to ensure that prosecutions
are successful.
I have been made aware today that in the Magistrates
Court yesterday the owner of one of the dangerous dogs
responsible for this attack on 9 August was found guilty
of four charges. Fines have been imposed on the owner
of the dogs and Banyule council has determined today
that one of those dogs will be destroyed. While that
goes some way towards dealing with the issues that
were before the magistrate — under the amendments
the house agreed to recently for the dangerous dogs
legislation — my office has been in touch with
members of the Close family today, and they have
raised some other concerns about how the matter has
been dealt with.
Given that other dogs were involved in this incident and
it has been dealt with by the court, the community
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needs to feel confident that the matter has been dealt as
best it can be under the laws that we have put in place.
It would be instructive for the minister to talk with
Banyule City Council and the Close family to get some
feedback from them and to get a sense of whether there
is more that we need to do as legislators, as this is one
of the very first cases to be dealt with under the
amended laws. I refer to the report of the incident in the
Herald Sun of 10 August, which says:
Allan Close, 25, was walking his brother’s seeing eye dog,
Matilda, and another pet when they were set upon by two
unrestrained pit bull terriers and a bull terrier cross.
Petrified four-year-old black labrador Matilda was chased by
two of the dogs onto busy Bell Street, Bellfield, where she
was hit by a car and later died.

Matilda’s blind owner, Andrew Close, was devastated
and said she was his perfect match. He said:
They have killed not only my best friend, but she was my
eyes, my independence.

It is a very serious matter. The Close family want to
relay their concerns on this issue. I think it would be
very appropriate for the minister to follow this matter
through and ensure that we can continue to give
confidence to the community that laws we make in this
place are being applied appropriately to provide the
justice the community needs.

Nepean Highway–Tower Road, Mount Eliza:
traffic management
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I raise a matter this
afternoon for the Minister for Roads specifically
regarding the intersection of Nepean Highway and
Tower Road in Mount Eliza. I will put a bit of context
around it before I come to the precise action I seek.
Nepean Highway in the vicinity of this intersection
currently carries a significant level of traffic. However,
the traffic volume is expected to decrease once
Peninsula Link is commissioned and functioning, and
some estimates suggest a substantial reduction of
between 3000 and 7000 vehicles per day. The action I
seek from the minister is that he ensure that a
reassessment of the intersection — that is, of the design
and the appropriateness of the design of the controls
and so on — be undertaken following the
commissioning of Peninsula Link.
The intersection has a relatively good history in terms
of collisions. Unfortunately there was a fatality there
earlier this year, and I understand that may be the
subject of further attention, so I do not intend to address
it today. Generally the history of the intersection has
been good, but certainly there is a degree of public
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concern about the situation. It is a very complicated
intersection arrangement. In effect there are two
intersections, one following the other. Firstly, there is
the intersection of Tower Road and Nepean Highway,
and then very slightly further north is the intersection of
Volitans Avenue and Nepean Highway. In both cases
there are currently opportunities for cars to do
right-hand turns across fast-moving streams of traffic.
There is the opportunity to cross from Volitans Avenue
and then do a right-hand turn into Nepean Highway and
also the opportunity to come down Tower Road and do
a right-hand turn across fast-moving traffic into the
northbound lanes of Nepean Highway. Going north
from Mornington there is the opportunity to do
right-hand turns across fast-moving traffic coming
down the hill.
There are many opportunities for accidents, and
although there is not a history of accidents occurring
there, there has been a substantial change to the
make-up of the area. While Tower Road is outside the
urban growth boundary, it very much has a suburban
ambience. History tells us that when these sorts of
changes occur they sometimes have an impact on the
way an intersection functions. Certainly there have
been other instances locally over the past couple of
decades where failure to respond to changed
circumstances, even though the history of the
intersections involved was not bad, has led to tragedy.
I conclude by saying that history is not always a reliable
guide, and I seek the action of the minister to assess the
new conditions once Peninsula Link is commissioned
and functioning.

Planning: commercial builder’s licence
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Planning regarding a builder, Mr Greg
Trunov. The action I seek is that the minister undertake,
through the appropriate channels, an investigation to
follow through on Mr Trunov, because as I understand
it Mr Trunov has been working as a commercial builder
despite his commercial builder’s licence being
suspended on 24 July 2012. The address of the project
Mr Trunov is working on as a commercial builder is
344 Orrong Road, Caulfield. I believe part of this
construction project is commercial. It is a class 6
building, with another part being a domestic project.
Without a commercial licence Mr Trunov is not
covered by insurance. Greg Trunov’s commercial
licence, CBL 25086, was suspended on 24 July this
year. This can be checked through the Building
Practitioners Board. The building is nearly finished, but
the surveyors have not issued any occupancy permit or
final inspection report as yet.
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The applicable provision in the Building Act 1993 is
section 136:
Offence to work as building practitioner without required
insurance
(1) A building practitioner (other than a builder carrying out
or managing or arranging the carrying out of domestic
building work) must not carry out work as a building
practitioner unless the building practitioner is covered by
the required insurance.
Penalty:
500 penalty units, in the case of a natural person.
2500 penalty units, in the case of a body corporate.

It is imperative that Mr Trunov be investigated urgently
and action taken if he has broken the law. Mr Trunov is
well known to the Building Commission, the Building
Practitioners Board and the many people he has ruined
by his actions, negligence and shonky practices that
have been found to be so and upheld by the Building
Practitioners Board.
Regardless of whether you are an individual, a family
or a company, when you contract a builder to undertake
work on your behalf they must be competent, fully
registered and fully insured for the work they
undertake. This industry must be cleaned up so that
people can be confident of builders doing the right
thing and can have their projects completed. The
industry must be rid of these shonky cowboys so that
the genuine builders can go about their professional
work. I have talked to the minister about this very
serious matter. If it is found that this builder is doing the
wrong thing, urgent action needs to be taken to stop
him so that he cannot hurt more people and destroy
their lives.

Environment: coastal erosion strategy
Mrs BAUER (Carrum) — I wish to raise a matter
for the Minister for Environment and Climate Change.
The action I seek is that the minister consider a strategy
on coastal erosion. In the Carrum electorate we are
fortunate enough to have 14 kilometres of foreshore
and a stretch of unbroken beach. This is an amazing
natural asset that must be protected both today and for
future generations. The environmental threats facing
foreshores in the cities of Kingston and Frankston are
serious, with significant erosion in sections of the
coastline. I would like to place on the record my
gratitude to the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change for recent foreshore improvements that have
been taking place in the electorate. Recently completed
beach renewal works at Aspendale beach have been
welcomed by the community.

ADJOURNMENT
4802

ASSEMBLY

Aspendale beach received sand as part of the Victorian
coalition government’s Protection of Port Phillip
Beaches and Foreshore program in partnership with the
City of Kingston. Beach renourishment at Aspendale
was part of the $9.5 million program to protect our
foreshores and beaches from coastal erosion and to
provide safe and enjoyable beaches for locals and
visitors alike. The Victorian coalition government is
committed to protecting our coast, and I am pleased
that it will be undertaking further beach renourishment
projects across Port Phillip Bay over the next four
years, including work at Frankston beach.
There have been concerns for many years about
foreshore erosion at Carrum beach, with the sand dune
walls collapsing in major storms, undermining the
stability of the foreshore. Carrum beach has been
neglected for many years; however, recent
improvements and investments have been welcomed by
the Kingston community. Carrum has recently been the
benefactor of a beach renewal program, including
dredging and retrieval works, with sand being pumped
onto the beach and the construction of an erosion rock
wall.
The Department of Sustainability and Environment
(DSE) and Kingston City Council jointly funded the
construction of a 135-metre rock wall at Carrum beach
adjacent to the Patterson River. The seawall is being
built in response to significant erosion of the sand dune
immediately adjacent to a public park. A walking
platform and boardwalk on top of the wall have been
incorporated into the design to allow access during
high-tide events. Kingston City Council was successful
in securing funding through the DSE coastal risk
mitigation program. The works are welcome; however,
there is a need for the rock wall to extend further south
down the beach as erosion continues to be a major
problem. Currently the erosion is cordoned off with
bollards and tape to prevent beachgoers entering the
area and worsening the situation.
I am pleased to see works also progressing with the
current construction of the new Carrum Surf Life
Saving Club facility, to which we in government have
contributed $500 000 through Life Saving Victoria. I
request that the minister advise on measures the
government is taking to protect the foreshores of Port
Phillip Bay by implementing the coastal erosion
strategy.

Rail: Clayton station
Mr LIM (Clayton) — The matter I raise is for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport. I ask the
minister to take urgent action to ensure that the
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rebuilding of the stand-alone waiting building on the
city side of Clayton railway station is completed as a
matter of urgency. Last year the historic waiting area
building outside the ticketing area was destroyed by fire
and has since been demolished. The remaining
undercover area is too small for commuters, especially
during the morning peak period.
With our particularly wet autumn, winter and now
spring, I would have expected that the rebuilding would
be a priority, but this appears not to be the case. This
delay in rebuilding also raises a serious safety issue, as
on wet mornings commuters congregate under the
remaining cover and the overcrowding is resulting in
some passengers standing close to the platform’s edge.
I ask that the minister accord this matter the seriousness
it deserves. We cannot wait for some unfortunate
incident to happen.
The Liberal government’s policy of providing two
protective services officers at every railway station after
hours is yet to be implemented at the Clayton railway
station. I hope that the burnt-out waiting room area
previously used by rail commuters is not going to be
taken up by exclusive-use toilets for the protective
services officers. Clayton rail commuters would take a
very dim view of such a development.
I ask the minister to investigate the matter and to take
action to ensure that this historic undercover waiting
area is rebuilt as soon as possible to ensure that
commuters have adequate coverage at Clayton railway
station.

Pioneer Road, Waurn Ponds: upgrade
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — The matter I wish
to raise this afternoon in the adjournment debate is for
the Minister for Roads. The action I seek is for the
minister to come to the South Barwon electorate and
see the progress of works on stage 1 of the upgrade to
Pioneer Road and at the same time view the proposed
stage 2 of the upgrade to Pioneer Road. As the minister
would be aware, the coalition government has provided
$5 million for the stage 1 works on Pioneer Road.
These works are vital for the growing southern suburbs
of Geelong, with Grovedale, Waurn Ponds, Highton,
Wandana Heights and Belmont all seeing significant
growth. This is an issue that was neglected by the
previous government, allowing a lot of traffic
congestion at this intersection.
Historically, Pioneer Road ran from the Surf Coast
Highway and stopped at Waurn Ponds Creek, but with
growth a bridge was built across the creek, with a single
lane in each direction going to the intersection with the
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Princes Highway. With all the growth that has occurred
in the area we now have the Waurn Ponds shopping
centre, which is a very large shopping centre, on one
corner of the intersection, an Apco service station and a
McDonald’s on another corner and the brand-new,
$30 million Leisurelink facility that was constructed by
the City of Greater Geelong on another corner, and now
an Aldi supermarket is being built on the other corner.
It is a significantly busy intersection.
As part of the stage 1 works two right-hand turn lanes
are being constructed for vehicles turning right from the
Princes Highway into Pioneer Road, and Pioneer Road
is also being duplicated to four lanes of traffic, with
dedicated right-hand and left-hand turn lanes going into
and out of the Waurn Ponds shopping centre and also
Leisurelink. The duplication that is taking place at the
moment will extend to Waurn Ponds Creek. If the
minister visits, he will be able to clearly see the benefits
that stage 1 is delivering to the local community of
Grovedale and Waurn Ponds. There is improved entry
into and exit out of the Leisurelink facility and the
shopping centre and improved traffic movement along
Pioneer Road, as it is a road that carries a lot of traffic.
While the minister is there he will be able to see the
proposed stage 2 of the works, which will duplicate the
bridge to four lanes and improve the intersection at
Meadowvale Drive. The next stage will deliver four
lanes of traffic there. It is a great opportunity for the
minister to come to have a look at stage 2 and the
benefits it will bring and perhaps consider it for future
funding.

Responses
Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) — The member
for Mornington raised an issue with me in relation to
the intersection of the Nepean Highway and Tower
Road in Mount Eliza and his concerns about a fatal
collision on 25 June 2012. It is a saddening event that
we have had a fatality at this location, and we do place
a very high priority on road safety. A lot of work is
being done in that space as we speak. I am advised that
a coronial inquiry into the recent fatality is ongoing,
and I assure the member that VicRoads will take any
advice from the coroner’s office once this inquiry has
been completed.
One of the main issues of concern is that the
intersection has high traffic volumes, leading to road
safety concerns. I know the member for Mornington
has raised this in the past. I think he also raised it as a
councillor. As the member for Mornington and the
surrounding local community are aware, the new
Peninsula Link will be opening in early 2013. Peninsula
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Link will of course have an effect on traffic flow on the
surrounding road network, including the Nepean
Highway and this particular intersection the member
has raised with me today. VicRoads will monitor any
changes in traffic distribution across the entire area
once Peninsula Link is opened.
In response to the member for Mornington’s
representations on behalf of his community I am going
to ask VicRoads to ensure that the intersection of the
Nepean Highway and Tower Road is monitored and
assessed following the opening of Peninsula Link to
determine if any appropriate road safety improvements
are required once that very large road project is
complete.
The member for Clayton raised an issue with me in
relation to the stand-alone building at Clayton station
and the fact that the historic building was destroyed by
fire and there has been a delay in relation to the
reinstatement of that building. He suggests that perhaps
when the reinstatement of that building takes place it
could be used for PSOs (protective services officers).
The member for Clayton is calling for PSOs at his
station. Is it not great to hear members of the opposition
calling for and welcoming PSOs at their stations, lining
up and saying ‘Bring it on’? What a difference an
election makes. I will have the Department of Transport
look into that issue for me to see what the delay is in
terms of reinstating the building at Clayton station, and
I will report back on that matter to the member for
Clayton.
The member for Bundoora raised a pedestrian crossing
issue with me in relation to Grimshaw Street,
Greensborough. I had a look at Grimshaw Street, and
part of it is an arterial road while the other end is a local
council road. I am not sure which section the member is
referring to. I know that the Banyule community health
centre sits somewhere between Main Street and Para
Road, and that is a local road.
Mr Brooks interjected.
Mr MULDER — I will get VicRoads to provide me
with further advice in relation to that matter. I was
unsure which part of the road the member was referring
to, but I will get VicRoads to investigate his request. I
will get back to the member once we have established
who is responsible and what negotiations have taken
place with local council in relation to that matter.
The member for South Barwon has raised an issue with
me in relation to our commitment to Pioneer Road.
There is a $5 million commitment as part of the
2011–12 and 2012–13 budgets to fund stage 1 of the
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upgrade of Pioneer Road and Princes Highway at the
southern access point to Waurn Ponds shopping centre.
The member for South Barwon is a great advocate for
his community and is now pushing for completion of
this particular project. There is another stage — that is,
stage 2 down to Meadowvale Drive. The member has
asked that I come and visit him so we can have a look
at that project together, have a look at the progress that
is taking place with stage 1 and see the implications
stage 2 would have for that project.
The SPEAKER — Order! Come and visit me.
Mr MULDER — I think we have been down to
your electorate, Speaker, and I think you have done
extremely well. As I say, I will visit that area with the
member for South Barwon, and we will look at what
would be required to deliver stage 2, including what the
funding arrangements could be. I will work with him in
relation to that because we know that it is an incomplete
project and requires additional work to get the best
possible outcome for his community.
The member for Mill Park raised a couple of matters
with me. The first was the provision of an additional
myki card vending machine at South Morang railway
station. I will not go into the history of myki. I am sure
that the member for Mill Park is absolutely aware of the
history of myki. We are delighted at the success of the
Epping to South Morang rail extension since it was
opened earlier this year. It has a chequered history, and
I know one of the previous Labor governments broke
its 1999 promise in relation to this project, but it was
great for the coalition government to be there with the
member for Mill Park to deliver on that project for her
community.
The Transport Ticketing Authority (TTA) has installed
431 myki card vending machines at railway stations,
including one at South Morang. Recently all the
premium stations that are staffed from first to last train
had their Metcard booking office machines converted
to myki-only ticket office terminals. The TTA and
Public Transport Victoria will continue to assess
demand for myki top-ups at stations. However,
passengers may visit the booking office and top up or
use the alternative of a card vending machine at South
Morang.
A couple of weeks ago about 80 000 myki cards per
week were going out, and the member spoke about
queues as a result of first-time users. I think it is really
good for local members, when they have got the myki
equipment down there and people are getting used to
the new process, to perhaps stand there and advise
constituents as to the opportunities and options in terms
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of top-ups and other facilities that are available with
myki. I think it is great publicity, and I think the
member for Mill Park would be only too happy to take
that up.
The member for Mill Park also raised an issue in
relation to the prospect of a South Morang to Mernda
busway. This was a pre-2010 election commitment by
the former Minister for Public Transport, and it was
drastically underfunded. I think the former government
had allocated $48.5 million to the Mernda busway, and
when VicRoads had a look it indicated it would be
around $66 million. It was unfunded to the tune of
about $17.5 million. The member for Mill Park would
like to know what is happening with the project, and I
can only quote from the Age of 11 November 2010 in
which Whittlesea councillor John Fry, a member of the
Australian Labor Party, said the then Labor government
had only made the bus promise because an election was
looming.
I am not sure whether the member for Mill Park is
familiar with Cr John Fry; however, it appears he is on
top of the issue and understands everything about the
politics of that announcement, and that is why that
particular commitment did not go ahead.
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I respond as Minister for
Environment and Climate Change to the member for
Carrum, who raised issues around coastal erosion. This
government has already done a lot of work around
coastal erosion, and it has managed to renourish a
number of beaches. On top of that it has put in a
formalised framework around the prioritisation of
beach works. There had been a fairly haphazard
approach under the previous government, which I
found when we came to government. We now have a
very scientific approach and a rigid framework around
how we prioritise beaches. The member for Carrum
asked me to have a look at a coastal erosion strategy
going forward, and I would like to inform the member
that work is going on and I will make available to her
the details of that work as it is finalised.
As Minister for Youth Affairs I would like to respond
to the honourable member for Caulfield, a very good
member who is a great advocate for his community. In
fact it would take me far too long — longer than the
21 minutes I have available — to go through all the
issues that the member for Caulfield has raised with me
and other ministers. He is a very good advocate. He has
raised a Yeshivah Centre proposal to build a new camp
site in Victoria. The member has invited me to meet
with the director of Chabad Youth to hear about the
great work it is doing with youth and in youth
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leadership. One of the approaches I take to this
portfolio is to celebrate the strengths of young people
and what they can do. I certainly encourage them to get
involved in their community and to have some good
mentoring around leadership. It would be my pleasure
in the very short term to come out to the member’s
electorate and have these meetings as he has asked. It
would be my pleasure to do so.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Ports) — The
member for Morwell raised an issue seeking assistance
for a bike riders day at the track which has been
proposed by the Traralgon Greyhound Racing Club. As
the member for Morwell said, the Traralgon Greyhound
Racing Club is a very strong club with a very
committed and enthusiastic club manager, Hec
Caruana, who does a terrific job with greyhound racing
in the area. Greyhound racing across Victoria is a very
strong industry. It is a rapidly growing sport and
industry and is an important part of the Victorian
economy, with over 2000 jobs in greyhound racing and
breeding across the state. Traralgon is a key track in
Gippsland, along with those at Sale, Warragul and
Cranbourne, and indeed Gippsland and other areas east
of Melbourne are significant areas for the racing,
training and breeding of greyhounds in this state.
The government’s Raceday Attraction program, as the
member for Morwell said, is a program that uses state
taxes from on-course TAB bets to encourage more
people to come to the races and enjoy this great sport.
When you have more people involved in the sport, you
grow the sport and the industry and you create more
jobs.
Traralgon Greyhound Racing Club, to its great credit,
has seized on a terrific opportunity to encourage the
4000 or more people who are participating in and
supporting the Great Victorian Bike Ride to have a
great day out at the Traralgon greyhound races on
Wednesday, 28 November, which is a rest day for the
bike ride. These people will be in the Latrobe Valley,
and while there are many things to do there, one of the
great things they could do is spend a day at the
Traralgon greyhounds.
The club has applied for funding under the Raceday
Attraction program so that it can use some of that
punters’ money to attract more people to the track and
promote greyhound racing. I am pleased to advise the
member, who has certainly lobbied hard on behalf of
the greyhound racing club on this issue, that we have
been able to provide $9300 from the Raceday
Attraction program, and that will be more than matched
by $8750 from Greyhound Racing Victoria and $4700
from the club. This will provide for a terrific range of
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promotional activities, transport and other activities on
the day and will make it a great attraction for people
who are involved in the Great Victorian Bike Ride. It
will enable them to have a terrific day at the Traralgon
greyhounds on their rest day, and I am sure a number of
those people, who are sport-loving people, will enjoy
the attractiveness and beauty of greyhound racing and
become enthusiasts in the sport. I am pleased to advise
the member of that announcement.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Dr NAPTHINE — I am being very honest today. I
am in a good mood this afternoon, but if the member
for Eltham would like me to talk about Labor’s record
in racing, I can certainly divert.
The member for Ivanhoe raised with the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security an issue with regard to a
dangerous dog attack which led to the tragic death of a
guide dog. When that was reported on the news all of
us were absolutely horrified by that circumstance. As
the member said, not only was that guide dog the very
best friend of the person it was working with but it was
also his eyes and his way of getting around the world,
so it was an absolutely tragic event. The member for
Ivanhoe has asked the minister to meet and consult with
the Banyule City Council and the family with respect to
this issue and the lessons that can be learnt in terms of
how we deal with dangerous dogs in our community. I
will pass that on to the Minister for Agriculture and
Food Security.
The member for Melton called on the Minister for
Planning to investigate allegations in relation to a
builder. He named the builder and said that he would
pass that information on to the Minister for Planning. I
am sure the Minister for Planning will take any such
allegation seriously and will ensure that appropriate
investigations take place. I will make sure the Minister
for Planning is alerted to the issue raised tonight by the
member for Melton.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time has arrived for
me to say that the house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.14 p.m. until Tuesday,
13 November.
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Tuesday, 23 October 2012
Premier: Department of Premier and Cabinet — executive positions
3493.

Mr SCOTT to ask the Premier — what was the position title for each executive level position which
commenced employment with the Department of Premier and Cabinet between 30 June 2011 and
30 June 2012.

ANSWER:
The following executive positions commenced with the Department of Premier and Cabinet between 30 June 2011
and 30 June 2012:
Special Adviser, Fiscal Federalism
Assistant Director, NDIS Secretariat
Director, Corporate Relations (employment concluded 29 June 2012)
This list does not include the filling of vacancies in already existing executive level positions.
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Environment and climate change: South Melbourne District Sports Club — funding
2594.

Mr FOLEY to ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change — with reference to the
redevelopment of the Clarke Shields Pavilion (the pavilion) located in Albert Park Reserve and tenanted
by the South Melbourne District Sports Club (the club):
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

What is the amount of support, in dollar terms, that Parks Victoria is bringing to the proposed
redevelopment.
What support and funding are other organisations and agencies bringing to the redevelopment.
On what grounds did Parks Victoria decline the club’s request for further funding so as to allow
the Pavilion to be redeveloped as originally planned by the club.
Will Parks Victoria assist the club in its redevelopment plans by allowing for the club to make
in-kind contributions by project managing the redevelopment.
Will Parks Victoria ensure that any in-kind contribution by the club such as project management
not be deducted from the overall Parks Victoria funding to the redevelopment.
When will the redevelopment commence and when will it be completed.
Given the Parks Victoria decision to decline the full proposed redevelopment by the club will
Parks Victoria agree to further funding requests for further development of the site once the
current proposed development is completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Parks Victoria is contributing a total of $497 000 to the project.

(2)

The following organisations have also confirmed funding contributions:
-

(3)

Sport and Recreation Victoria — $205 000
City of Port Phillip-$100 000
Australian Football League (AFL) Victoria — $50 000
South Melbourne District Sports Club — $310 000

When the plans were costed by a quantity surveyor in July 2010, the total cost for the project was estimated at
$1 250 000. The club agreed to reduce the scope of the project and revised plans. Several revised plans were
resubmitted to the quantity surveyor. The revised total project cost is $985 000 excluding project
management and consultancy fees in accordance with the available budget.
Both the club and Parks Victoria have made further funding available to enable the project to proceed. Parks
Victoria has also provided further funding for a contingency should it be required.

(4)

In-kind contributions are not required as the project’s scope of works is fully funded.

(5)

In-kind contributions are not required as the project’s scope of works is fully funded.
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(6)

The project documentation has been finalised and gone to tender. A preferred contractor has been appointed
and works are expected to commence week ending 7 July and be completed by Christmas 2012.

(7)

The club has full access to Parks Victoria’s Sports Grants Program at Albert Park funded by car parking
revenue and a range of other state sports funding opportunities. Parks Victoria would welcome future funding
applications into the grants program by the club.

Corrections: prisons — bed numbers
3132.

Ms HENNESSY to ask the Minister for Corrections — at each correctional facility in Victoria:
1.

How many beds were available for use by a prisoner on:
(a) 30 November 2010;
(b) 1 January 2011;
(c) 3 May 2011;
(d) 30 June 2011;
(e) 1 January 2012.

2.

How many beds were being used by a prisoner on:
(a) 30 November 2010;
(b) 1 January 2011;
(c) 3 May 2011;
(d) 30 June 2011;
(e) 1 January 2012.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

Number of available beds
(a)
30/11/10

(b)
1/1/11

(c)
3/5/11

(d)
30/6/11

(e)
1/1/12

Ararat

382

382

382

382

382

Barwon

425

425

425

425

423

Beechworth

160

160

160

160

160

Dhurringile

214

214

214

214

214

DPFC

300

300

300

300

300

Fulham

795

795

820

820

820

25

25

25

25

25

Langi Kal Kal

122

122

122

122

145

Loddon

410

410

410

410

410

MAP

286

244

249

249

285

Marngoneet

306

306

306

306

394

MRC

663

663

673

673

673

PPP

804

804

804

804

804

JLTC

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Thursday, 25 October 2012

ASSEMBLY

(a)
30/11/10
Tarrengower
(2)

(b)
1/1/11
72
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(c)
3/5/11
72

(d)
30/6/11
72

(e)
1/1/12
72

72

Number of beds utilised
(a)
30/11/10

(b)
1/1/11

(c)
3/5/11

(d)
30/6/11

(e)
1/1/12

Ararat

368

378

376

379

378

Barwon

360

357

361

379

373

Beechworth

131

126

144

135

149

Dhurringile

205

201

207

208

191

DPFC

265

264

264

267

271

Fulham

749

753

777

808

785

25

24

21

25

21

Langi Kal Kal

119

121

120

121

145

Loddon

403

408

397

401

401

MAP

236

174

211

231

247

Marngoneet

260

266

291

299

363

MRC

640

628

624

644

640

PPP

791

770

782

788

768

45

39

52

52

52

JLTC

Tarrengower

Health: Ballarat base hospital — construction works
3298.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Ports for the Minister for Health — when will construction of the
new three-storey building at the front of the Ballarat Base Hospital:
(1)
(2)

Commence.
Be completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In relation to the new three-storey building at the front of the Ballarat Base Hospital, the relocation of ambulatory
care services is integrated with the acute services redevelopment and the new helipad.
As the member will remember, Labor in power for 11 years failed to build a helipad and in fact Labor members in
the Legislative Council disgracefully voted against the building of a helipad.
I am pleased to reconfirm the Baillieu government’s commitment to these important projects at Ballarat Health
Services. Construction will commence when design and architectural work is completed. Construction will finish
after tenders and works are completed. These will occur as soon as is practicable following the allocation of
$46.4 million in the 2012–2013 state budget. I refer the member to the budget papers.
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Public transport: rail — Caroline Springs station
3494.

Ms KAIROUZ to ask the Minister for Public Transport — what was the advice of the Department of
Transport to the Minister regarding funding for the Caroline Springs railway station in the 2012–13
budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Consistent with well-established conventions adopted by successive Victorian governments, the details of the
budget process is a cabinet matter.

Public transport: rail — Caroline Springs station
3497.

Ms KAIROUZ to ask the Minister for Public Transport — when will the Caroline Springs railway
station project be completed?

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The timetable for the construction of a new station at Caroline Springs is subject to the coalition government’s
consideration of the final cost of the electrical sub-stations to boost power supply to stations at Lynbrook and
Cardinia Road, the construction of Williams Landing station and unresolved claims from the construction of
Lynbrook and Cardinia Road railway stations.

Agriculture and food security: big cats — sightings
3539.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security — with reference to the search for
the big cat:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What criteria have been used to determine the credibility of alleged sightings of the cat prior to the
commencement of the government’s search.
How many credible documented sightings have there been of the cat.
What budget has been allowed or allocated toward the search.
Has the minister determined what action will be taken if the cat is found; if so what is the action.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Only primary evidence in the form of specimens of unquestioned provenance, or DNA from sources of
unquestioned provenance can establish, once and for all, that a population of ‘big cats’ occurs in Victoria and
the specific identity of the animals. High-quality photographic images provide the second best level of
evidence.

(2)

On the balance of evidence available to qualified researchers, none of the sightings can be unequivocally
attributed to the presence of ‘big cats’. However the investigation found some evidence cannot be dismissed
entirely, including preliminary DNA evidence, footprints and some behaviours that seem to be outside the
known behavioural repertoire of known predators in Victoria.

(3)

The cost of the desktop study was $15 000.

(4)

In the event that a population of ‘big cats’ was detected the risks and the feasible options for management
would be considered as for any other invasive animal species.
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Housing: Grampians region — property numbers
3543.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation for the Minister for Housing — with
reference to the number of public housing properties and leases acquired and relinquished in the
Grampians Region by the Office of Housing in 2011–12:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many properties did the Office of Housing sell.
How many leases did the Office of Housing relinquish.
How many properties did the Office of Housing purchase or build.
How many leases did the Office of Housing acquire.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Stock numbers for the 2011–12 financial year are being finalised.

Housing: Ballarat office — waiting lists
3544.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation for the Minister for Housing — with
reference to public housing covered by the Ballarat Housing Office:
(1)

What was the early housing waiting list as at:
(a) 30 June 2010;
(b) 30 June 2011;
(c) 30 June 2012.

(2)

What was the wait time waiting list as at:
(a) 30 June 2010;
(b) 30 June 2011;
(c) 30 June 2012.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
All waiting list data is released quarterly and made available on the housing website as has been standard procedure
by successive Ministers for Housing.
Archived ministerial announcements of waiting list data is available at
http://archive.premier.vic.gov.au/newsroom/media-releases.

Housing: Ballarat office — staffing
3545.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation for the Minister for Housing — what was
the number and cost of staff working at the Ballarat Regional Housing Office for each financial year
from 2009–10 to 2011–12.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
the number and cost of staff working at the Ballarat Regional Housing Office for financial years 2009/10 to 2011–
12 is as follows:
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2009–10
2010–11
2011–12
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Staff *
30
30
30

* Please note staff numbers are as at 30 June for each financial year.
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Salary Costs
$1 346 934
$1 488 160
$1 521 897
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Wallan-Kilmore bypass: resident consultation, 4761
DUNCAN, Ms (Macedon)
Adjournment
Rail: Sunbury services, 4625

D’AMBROSIO, Ms (Mill Park)
Adjournment
Rail: South Morang station, 4798
Bills
Retirement Villages Amendment (Information Disclosure) Bill
2012, 4597
Members statements
Whittlesea City Little Athletics Centre: season opening, 4605
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Justice Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2012, 4615
Members statements
Agricultural shows: Sunbury and Lancefield, 4645
EDWARDS, Ms (Bendigo West)
Members statements
Victorian Goldfields Railway: funding, 4758
Petitions

DELAHUNTY, Mr (Lowan) (Minister for Sport and Recreation
and Minister for Veterans’ Affairs)
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Cohuna Recreation Reserve: facilities, 4749
Keilor Basketball Stadium: funding, 4749, 4750
Condolences
Peter Ross-Edwards, AM, 4587
Petitions
Puppy farms: abolition, 4753
Questions without notice
Swimming: Summer Kidz program, 4596

Planning: water catchment development, 4638
FOLEY, Mr (Albert Park)
Adjournment
Swinburne University of Technology: Prahran campus, 4630
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Federal government: funding cuts, 4663
Members statements
Chris Beattie, 4760
Mary Murray, 4760
Michael Mixatos, 4760

DIXON, Mr (Nepean) (Minister for Education)
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Adjournment
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Lalor Gardens Primary School: funding, 4633
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student, 4750
Bills
Education Legislation Amendment (Governance) Bill 2012, 4597,
4729, 4731
Road Management Amendment (Peninsula Link) Bill 2012, 4622
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Acacia College: future, 4593
Education: federal funding, 4678
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Members statements
Federal government: funding cuts, 4641
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Members statements
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Statements on reports
Law Reform Committee: access by donor-conceived people to
information about donors, 4669
GIDLEY, Mr (Mount Waverley)
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Planning: Mount Waverley electorate, 4626
Members statements
Australian Cancer Research Foundation: Centre for Cancer
Genomic Medicine, 4644
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Wavlink: 30th anniversary, 4644
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HENNESSY, Ms (Altona)
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Justice Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2012, 4611
Members statements
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4639
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HERBERT, Mr (Eltham)
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Education Legislation Amendment (Governance) Bill 2012, 4597
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Tobacco Amendment (Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012,
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Members statements
Dylan Patchett, 4605

Members statements
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Acacia College: future, 4593
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Federal government: funding cuts, 4642
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HOLDING, Mr (Lyndhurst)
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State Taxation and other Acts Amendment Bill 2012, 4597
Matters of public importance
Federal government: funding cuts, 4649
Privileges Committee
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HALFPENNY, Ms (Thomastown)
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Lalor Gardens Primary School: funding, 4627
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Family and Community Development Committee: workforce
participation by people with mental illness, 4671

HOWARD, Mr (Ballarat East)
Members statements
Geelong–Whitehorse roads, Mount Clear: traffic management,
4611
Police: Daylesford station, 4611

HELPER, Mr (Ripon)

HUTCHINS, Ms (Keilor)
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4668
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Apology for past forced adoptions, 4795
Condolences

KNIGHT, Ms (Ballarat West)
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Peter Ross-Edwards, AM, 4584
Members statements
Housing: Broadmeadows development, 4641

KOTSIRAS, Mr (Bulleen) (Minister for Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship)
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Eastern Districts Polish Association: car park upgrade, 4631
Hamerkaz Shelanu and Central Shule Chabad Community Centre:
funding, 4631
Planning: Tecoma fast-food outlet, 4751
Sunshine Hospital: funding, 4751
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Cultural Precincts and Community Infrastructure Fund: grants,
4755
Hispanic-Latin American festival, 4755

McINTOSH, Mr (Kew) (Minister for Corrections, Minister for
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Prahran electorate: closed-circuit television cameras, 4750
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Orders of the day, 4600, 4715
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LANGUILLER, Mr (Derrimut)
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Sunshine Hospital: funding, 4747
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McLEISH, Ms (Seymour)
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Federal government: funding cuts, 4661
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Questions without notice
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MULDER, Mr (Polwarth) (Minister for Public Transport and
Minister for Roads)
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MADDEN, Mr (Essendon)
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MERLINO, Mr (Monbulk)
Adjournment
Planning: Tecoma fast-food outlet, 4744
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Privileges Committee
Reference, 4688

Grimshaw Street, Greensborough: pedestrian crossing, 4803
Nepean Highway–Tower Road, Mount Eliza: traffic management,
4803
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Road Safety Amendment (Operator Onus) Bill 2012, 4597, 4726,
4728
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Walter Grant, 4754
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Member for Frankston: conduct, 4780, 4781
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leadership, 4642
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NAPTHINE, Dr (South-West Coast) (Minister for Ports, Minister
for Regional Cities, Minister for Racing and Minister for Major
Projects)
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Dangerous dogs: Bellfield attack, 4805
Planning: commercial builder’s licence, 4805
Traralgon Greyhound Racing Club: funding, 4805
Condolences
Peter Ross-Edwards, AM, 4588
Points of order, 4781, 4798
NARDELLA, Mr (Melton)
Adjournment
Planning: commercial builder’s licence, 4801

MORRIS, Mr (Mornington)

Apology for past forced adoptions, 4792
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Nepean Highway–Tower Road, Mount Eliza: traffic management,
4800
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Rulings, 4746
NEVILLE, Ms (Bellarine)

Road Management Amendment (Peninsula Link) Bill 2012, 4734
Members statements
Members statements

Jean McCaughey, 4755

Vocational education and training: federal funding, 4605
Questions without notice
Lake Mountain Alpine Resort: management, 4678
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Federal government: funding cuts, 4590
Statements on reports
Law Reform Committee: access by donor-conceived people to
information about donors, 4670

Road Management Amendment (Peninsula Link) Bill 2012, 4624
Members statements
Armistice of Moudros: commemoration, 4609
Points of order, 4685

NOONAN, Mr (Williamstown)

PERERA, Mr (Cranbourne)

Apology for past forced adoptions, 4794

Bills

Members statements
Western suburbs: TAFE funding, 4608

Road Management Amendment (Peninsula Link) Bill 2012, 4622
Members statements
Roads: Cranbourne electorate, 4604

NORTHE, Mr (Morwell)
Adjournment
Traralgon Greyhound Racing Club: funding, 4799
Bills
Justice Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2012, 4614
Members statements
Alan Wilson, 4646
Fire services levy: reform, 4646
Questions without notice
Bushfires: property buyback scheme, 4782

POWELL, Mrs (Shepparton) (Minister for Local Government and
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs)
Adjournment
Mildura electorate: Aboriginal services, 4748
Bills
Local Government Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill
2012, 4711
Condolences
Peter Ross-Edwards, AM, 4583
Members statements

O’BRIEN, Mr (Malvern) (Minister for Gaming, Minister for
Consumer Affairs and Minister for Energy and Resources)

Agricultural shows: Shepparton, 4640
Relay for Life: Shepparton, 4640

Bills
Retirement Villages Amendment (Information Disclosure) Bill
2012, 4597, 4723, 4724
Points of order, 4681, 4684, 4685, 4690, 4691, 4700
Privileges Committee
Reference, 4689

RICHARDSON, Ms (Northcote)
Adjournment
V/Line: rolling stock, 4626
Members statements
V/Line: rolling stock, 4645

Questions without notice
Mineral sands: Woornack, Rownack and Pirro mine, 4784

RYALL, Ms (Mitcham)
Adjournment

PALLAS, Mr (Tarneit)
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Road Management Amendment (Peninsula Link) Bill 2012, 4738
Tobacco Amendment (Smoking at Patrolled Beaches) Bill 2012,
4764
Members statements
Bengali Durga Puja Festival, 4644
Gujarati community: Dandiya dance evening, 4644

BodyTastic: ministerial visit, 4744
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Member for Albert Park: conduct, 4604
Questions without notice
Education: federal funding, 4678
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TILLEY, Mr (Benambra)
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4721
Matters of public importance
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Federal government: funding cuts, 4647
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Federal government: funding cuts, 4655
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WOOLDRIDGE, Ms (Doncaster) (Minister for Mental Health,
Minister for Women’s Affairs and Minister for Community
Services)
Apology for past forced adoptions, 4778, 4786
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