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COUNCIL

Tuesday, 16 August 2011
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

CONDOLENCES
Hon. Allan Clyde Holding
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the death on
31 July 2011 of the Honourable Allan Clyde Holding and
places on record its acknowledgement of the valuable
services rendered by him to the Parliament and the people of
Victoria as a member of the Legislative Assembly for the
electoral district of Richmond from 1962 to 1977 and Leader
of the Opposition from 1967 to 1977, and also to Australia as
a member of the House of Representatives for the division of
Melbourne Ports from 1977 to 1998 and a minister of the
Crown from 1983 to 1990.

In moving this motion I think that all members of the
house will be aware of the standing of the Honourable
Clyde Holding. He was born in Melbourne in April
1931 to Robert and Mavis Holding. Both his parents
were born in Northern Ireland, and after settling in
Australia his father served as a commonwealth police
officer. Clyde Holding’s parents would have had good
reason to be proud of their son’s lifelong and dedicated
commitment to civil liberties, human rights and social
justice. It is important to put on record his
commitment — and I think this would be welcomed
across the political aisle, as it were — to indigenous
Australians in particular.
He was educated at Hawthorn West Central School, as
it was then known, and won a scholarship to Trinity
Grammar School. He went on to study law at the
University of Melbourne from 1953 to 1955. I
understand he joined the Australian Labor Party in
1949 and held positions as president of the Melbourne
University ALP club and as secretary of the Young
Labor Association. He was a member of the Victorian
executive of the Labor Party from 1968 to 1970 and
served in various other positions within the Labor
Party.
As I said, Clyde Holding completed his law degree in
1955 and shortly thereafter married and had three
children: Peter, Jenny and Danny. In 1978 he remarried
and had one daughter, Isabella. Clyde practised as a
solicitor. As people will know, he co-founded the firm
Holding, Ryan and Redlich. He was a senior partner of
that firm between 1963 and 1973, and he was a
well-known practitioner of industrial law. He was,
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though, increasingly drawn to politics, and he began his
long career in 1962 when he was elected at a young
age, 31 years old. In 1967 he became Leader of the
Opposition, serving in that position until 1977.
Clyde Holding was referred to as a very competent
debater in the Parliament, someone who did contribute.
From looking at the sweep of his career and reading
about him, perhaps the contribution that he best made
was as a federal minister, and particularly his
appointment of Charles Perkins as Secretary of the
Department of Aboriginal Affairs, the first indigenous
head of a federal government department. Clyde
Holding served in various ministerial positions across
the time he was in the federal Parliament, including as
Minister for Employment Services and Youth Affairs,
Minister for Transport and Communication Support,
Minister for Immigration, Local Government and
Ethnic Affairs and Minister for the Arts and Territories.
After his retirement from ministerial positions he
served on the back bench until 1998.
I met Clyde at a number of community functions over
the years, and I think that would be a common
experience for anyone involved in public affairs in this
state over the two decades: they would certainly have
met Clyde Holding and had worthy conversations with
him.
During that long career in both federal and state
Parliament he was known for his preparedness to speak
out on behalf of those who were marginalised — and I
think that is strongly respected across the political
divide. No doubt he will be missed very much by his
family, friends, former constituents and colleagues. He
will be remembered for his long contribution and the
fact that it spanned federal and state politics. He is
somebody who will be missed.
On behalf of the Victorian government I offer my
sincere condolences to the family of Clyde Holding: to
his wife, Judy, and their daughter, Isabella; to his first
wife, Margaret, and their children, Peter, Jenny and
Danny; and indeed to his grandchildren.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I too
rise to support the condolence motion moved by
Mr Davis for the late Clyde Holding. It is interesting
when you hear an expression of condolence about a
person to listen to how someone’s life is described and
how people try to capture something about a person in a
short condolence speech or in an hour and a half at a
memorial service — and I had the privilege of being at
the memorial service which was held this morning at
the Great Hall of the National Gallery of Victoria.
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Clyde Holding, who was on our side of the house, was
an extraordinary individual. I will go through some of
the reasons he was extraordinary, but Mr Davis touched
on one of them: his longevity. He was there for such a
long time, he was a mentor for so many people and he
had been involved in so much of the modern history of
the Labor Party that he was a living institution for many
of us. The memorial service today was a celebration of
a wonderful life, but it also marked the loss of a
wonderful human being.

and wants to encourage debate. If he were in a polling
booth today, he would try to engage that person and
say, ‘People are dying in Syria for the right to vote.
What is the problem with turning up?’ He was always
someone who valued that unique institution. He
recognised that you had to fight for these rights and
responsibilities and had to work to get rid of, avoid or
bypass that sectarianism and intolerance that his family
saw in Ulster and he saw in many places around the
world.

On our side of the house there is a strong connection to
Clyde. Jennifer Huppert from the last Parliament and
Johan Scheffer and I from this Parliament all had the
privilege of working on his staff for periods of time.
That is a connection you often do not get in these
condolence motions — that you have lived and worked
with a person for that period of time.

At the risk of appearing partisan in correcting
Mr Davis — and he will not take offence, because
Clyde’s son Peter Holding corrected the Prime Minister
on the same thing at the memorial service today —
Clyde Holding never won a scholarship. It is on his
official record that he did, but in fact he did not. Peter
Holding said today at the memorial service that his
mother had gone to work so that he could go to school
and university, which was quite unusual for that time.
That was something I did not know — because I had
also read the records, having worked for him for a
number of years — but something the family is quite
proud to say. He achieved everything through grit, hard
work and that Protestant work ethic.

To understand Clyde Holding — and Mr Davis touched
on this — you need to know he was the son of Ulster
immigrants. That phrase, ‘the son of Ulster
immigrants’, rolls quite easily off the tongue, but the
family history was of a rugged time caught up in all the
sectarian unpleasantness, if that is a polite way of
describing it, in Northern Ireland. His family came to
Australia to start a new life, and Clyde was very much
the product of that. He was the son of battling
immigrant parents who moved from a difficult part of
the world to start a new life in Australia. He certainly
did that. He brought with him from Ulster that
Protestant work ethic — that is, he was going to work
whatever the case.
Having said that, Clyde Holding, having fled
sectarianism, could work with anybody. That was a
feature of Clyde through his every living moment. He
always had the ability to work with people. He could be
partisan; he was often called an old Labor warhorse —
he could be all of that — but he was also someone who
could engage. He respected diversity; he was curious
about it and interested in it. In my encounters with him,
and I think those of many others here, he showed he
was a unique human being. All of us have to work with
the people around us, and we do. If you are lucky, you
work with the people around you and genuinely thrive
on diversity. If you look at what the interest and
challenge is, you will do that.
Coming from that background, Clyde also knew that
rights and opportunities were things you had to fight
for; you could not take them for granted. One of the
things that used to always disappoint him at election
time is something we have all encountered: that 10 per
cent of people who come into the booth say, ‘A curse
on all your houses’, to anyone who has a political view

As Mr Davis said, Clyde Holding was president of the
Melbourne University ALP club and secretary of
Young Labor in Victoria. He got involved in politics at
a very early age and had been a member of the Labor
Party for more than 60 years when he died. As
Mr Davis also said, Clyde founded the law firm we
now know as Holding Redlich. Going back to the
times, for a battling kid from an Ulster family with a
single mum to get through university and go to law
school was an achievement in its own right, let alone to
then go out and form a law firm. Holding Redlich was a
unique law firm. Part of what it did was industrial law,
but it also acted for those who could not afford to
engage the legal system, and that was one of Clyde’s
drivers from day one. He would do what he could to
engage with and help the people he wanted to represent.
Holding Redlich is now a successful law firm dealing in
commercial and industrial law and a whole range of
things, but it started off as a vehicle for those people in
his electorate, or what became his electorate — the
Richmonds, Collingwoods and Fitzroys of 40 or
50 years ago — to access before there was legal aid or
any of those things. That was very much what drove
him and drove his forming that law firm.
He was elected member for Richmond at a very early
age. The first thing that hit him after his election was
that people went to their MPs for assistance. I
remember him telling the tale of some of the old-timers
he would bump into from Richmond. At the time MPs
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did not have electorate offices, so when they had a
problem the old-timers would walk to Parliament
House — if we can just conceptualise that — to see
their member and get service — and Clyde just
happened to be a lawyer. That is what Clyde was all
about. There were no electoral officers and no
electorate offices; if you wanted service, that is what
you did — and Clyde worked with that.
At the memorial service today it was interesting to hear
Jacki Willox, who was Mr Holding’s electorate officer
for 13 years, say in her contribution how even at the
end of his time in Parliament — and Mr Davis
mentioned Clyde had eight years in Parliament after he
ceased being a minister — he still had great pride in
helping constituents. Clyde loved providing
micro-assistance with problems, whether it be from the
joy people got out of a service as basic as a post office
box being restored in the neighbourhood of an elderly
pensioner or far more significant family reunions and
immigration. He got a buzz out of that right to the end,
and that is a measure of the man.
Clyde Holding was the Leader of the Opposition in the
Legislative Assembly. In the Labor Party maybe too
often we dwell on our defeats, but his role as opposition
leader is worth mentioning in gauging the measure of
the man. He ran against Henry Bolte and lost. I cannot
help but remind the house that was the last time the
Country Party preferenced Labor; Mr Hall, we would
like that to happen again! Clyde Holding had that
arrangement with the Country Party back in 1970 and
still could not get rid of Henry Bolte. He also ran
against Dick Hamer in 1973 and 1976. Those of us who
have been in opposition for nine months, and also those
who were in opposition for 11 years, should remember
that he never gave up in all those years because he had
real ticker. From his perspective he was going to do
whatever he could to make life a better place, and that
involved getting Labor elected.
Clyde had some amazing obstacles to overcome, not
the least of which was the Labor Party itself. He fought
the battle on a whole range of things. He expressed his
views on state aid to non-government schools, got
federal intervention and won. Clyde Holding was not a
squeamish person: he did the hard yards. He also fought
some phenomenal battles; I will not describe what sort
of knights he used to describe them as, but Sir Henry
Bolte and Sir Arthur Rylah were not among his
favourite people. The battle he had over the Ronald
Ryan hanging and the abolition of capital punishment
showed true grit and determination. He was passionate
about, fought for and delivered on the big issues of the
time.
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After his close encounters with Sir Henry Bolte, in a
sense he felt that Dick Hamer was like a breath of fresh
air through the Liberal Party. Hamer embraced a lot of
changes, and in 1976, post the fall of the Whitlam
government, the Labor reputation, shall we say, was not
strong. But Clyde battled on, and eventually he moved
off to the federal Parliament.
We often look at the things people leave behind. It was
Clyde Holding who introduced the concept of a shadow
cabinet to Victoria. At the time it was not easy for the
Labor Party. People were fearful it was elitism, with
some people around the table presuming they would be
ministers if Labor got elected. But Clyde persevered.
This is what a modern party had to do. People had to be
responsible, people had to go out there. He pioneered
that change. Now all of us, perhaps on both sides of the
house, do not thank him for that on Mondays at shadow
cabinet meetings — but he instituted that into Victoria,
and it is one of his ongoing legacies.
He left state politics and became state president of the
party and a member of the national executive. I will not
dwell on all his achievements there. He moved on to
become a federal MP. As the member for Melbourne
Ports, he never forgot the Richmond he came from, but
he embraced a whole new community. In those days
Melbourne Ports was not the Caulfield-based electorate
it is now. It was basically Port Melbourne, South
Melbourne, St Kilda, Prahran and the southern
two-thirds of Richmond.
He remained a champion for multicultural affairs, and
was able to pursue some of the things he had always
been passionate about in Victoria from a new
perspective. Multiculturalism was significant for him in
many ways. Not only had the Richmond he represented
had its waves of Greek, Italian, Vietnamese and
Timorese settlers coming in and adjusting to a new
country, but in Melbourne Ports he also had an even
greater exposure to the Jewish community.
Clyde had always been a great friend of Israel. He had
been president of Labor Friends of Israel for many
years. His first wife, Margaret, had been a refugee from
Austria, but he also had an empathy for people who
have dealt with adversity. He never forget to help
people who have come through such adversity. He also
had very strong views on how he could more broadly
assist people to be greater participants in the political
process.
It is interesting that during this period he was the
instigator of the Labor Party starting branches in some
communities. He was a passionate proponent of the
Yorta Yorta branch, an Aboriginal branch we had
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established in Shepparton in the north of Victoria. He
constantly looked for ways and means of getting people
who were marginalised or who had not participated to
engage in the political process, which, when Bob
Hawke was elected, led logically to his request for the
Aboriginal affairs portfolio because of his ongoing
passion in that space.
Time does not permit me to go on at great length about
some of his achievements, and those at the service this
morning will have heard them, but I think it is fair to
say that he saw the dignity that was involved. He saw
that the ability for people to break the poverty cycle and
the ability for people to assist in rebuilding respect was
based on ownership of land, and native title was an
issue of critical importance to Clyde Holding. He lost
the battle for national native title legislation, but
ironically the legal case he funded, Mabo, ultimately
saw those common-law rights brought into place in any
case along with legislation that helped to match them.
Probably the symbol of land rights for Clyde, which
was incredibly powerful for him, was the return of
Uluru to its traditional owners and a 99-year lease being
given to the parks service in the Northern Territory,
letting people have access to it. It formally restored
ownership.
It is interesting that there was always a human
dimension to Clyde. He might have been involved in a
huge public policy issue of land rights or the restoration
of Uluru, but there was always a human side to him. I
recall working for him at a time when he was in the
middle of the big issues of the day. He was in a political
battle to the death with Brian Burke over land rights
when he got a phone call in the car from a woman on
Echo Island in the Northern Territory whose Land
Rover would not work.
As always, Clyde took the call and aimed to assist —
and Mr Scheffer is looking apprehensive, but I will
keep it very good. He passed the phone to me as the
staff member with him. In the confines of this
Parliament I confess that I did not have a hope in hades
of fixing the Land Rover up on Echo Island,
particularly over a satellite phone, but it is a sign of the
man that there was never a time when he would not
assist, or try to assist, a person. In this case he did not
assist them very well by giving the matter to me. He
was always prepared, he was never too high and mighty
and he would always do that kind of thing.
I would like to read a quote. It is an extract from the
biography of Charles Perkins by Peter Reid. Mr Davis
touched on the appointment of Mr Perkins, saying:
Perkins and Holding were to combine resources to bring
down a national land rights act for the first time. At first
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Perkins wondered how he was going to relate to this
grumpy-looking, battle-scarred, Labor politician; later he
described him as one of the finest men he had met, with
whom he formed the closest relation of any white man in his
life.

The book goes through what the two of them did.
Essentially, he could work with anybody. He was a
pragmatist and he would try to find solutions, but he
was also a man of principle who would fight for what
he believed in.
In addition to Aboriginal affairs he had a number of
other portfolios. Immigration and multicultural affairs
was a great one for him. He loved the arts, and many
people have talked about his love for the arts. I
remember being on his staff when he was the minister
for arts and territories and he had to deal with local
government in the Australian Capital Territory. Clyde
could not understand that while people fight and die for
the right to vote, the people of Canberra did not want
their own government. He could not understand the
concept that people would resist self-government when
it is probably one of the most basic of human rights, but
he persevered and the ACT got its government. He did
a lot of wonderful things in the arts.
This morning Gareth Evans mentioned that Clyde
Holding was a mentor to many people. When I was
elected he asked me to come to his house, and he gave
me some advice on how to be a member of Parliament.
He said, ‘Always be wary of presiding officers and
score a few points off them; it makes you look good in
front of your colleagues’, so I will flag that the great
man did suggest that was a way for members to make
their mark. He also said, ‘Know your standing orders,
and keep a total focus on what is happening in the
chamber. Parliament is important; never think it is just
something you come in and out of. You must be forever
focused on what is going on’. He was adamant that you
should never read and that you should rely on dot
points, as I learnt to my chagrin.
One of my first acts as an electorate officer for him was
to prepare a speech for him on Anzac Day about Albert
Jacka getting his Victoria Cross. I agonised over the
speech. It was a big thing for me. I was just out of
university and was preparing a speech for a minister.
He did not even take it out of his pocket. I asked him
what was wrong with it, thinking I would get some
positive reinforcement and feedback, but I got the first
of much advice about never reading from notes in
Parliament.
He was a great lover of the tradition who was always
focused on what was happening in the chamber. But he
is gone. One of the truly sad things about Clyde
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Holding going — this great raconteur, this friend and
mentor to people — is that he started writing his book
but never finished it. He only got the first few chapters
done, and then the terrible scourge of Alzheimer’s hit.
For the last few years of his life he was in Castlemaine.
One of the truly sad things is that he had such a rich life
but at the very end he could not write about it, so we
rely very much on our memories of him. Another sad
thing is that I went with his son, Peter, to visit him in
Castlemaine a couple of years ago. He did not
recognise me, which was fine, but he did not recognise
Peter either. It is one of those awful things when your
elderly parents suffer from this affliction and they are
some of your last memories of them.
I would like to extend my condolences to Clyde’s
family. They are a great family — Judy, Margaret,
Peter, Danny, Jenny, Isabella, all of their partners and
the grandchildren. They are truly great people. It was
also about the greater family with Clyde, and the Labor
Party was such a part of his family.
I will close on a final anecdote about why he was such
a special person. You would work for him, and would
often think he was a bit vague — and he was. He was
often very vague, but he noticed. I remember that there
was a member of my branch of the Labor Party in West
Richmond, a guy called Jimmy Loughnan, who had
been on the former Richmond council for 43 years —
even longer than Clyde had been an MP. When Mr Hall
has been here half as long again he will start
approaching his time. Jimmy was the salt of the earth.
He had been honorary electorate officer to former
Prime Minister Jim Scullin. He had been through all of
these things. He was old; he was in his 80s, and his wife
was quite old.
Jim had the autographs of former Prime
Ministers Chifley, Curtin, Scullin and Whitlam, but he
did not have Bob Hawke’s, so Clyde organised to get
Bob Hawke down. He went to the Loughnan
household, and they were there with all their elderly
friends. You can talk about the joy he gave this family
of stalwarts by having a fifth Labor Prime Minister in
the house for the autograph, but it is more about where
Clyde came from. He was busy — he was a federal
minister — but he knew that for this family it would be
just about as good as it could get to have the Prime
Minister in the house and have all the photos. That was
the sort of man he was.
It is very sad that after 80 years we have lost him, but
he has left an unbelievable legacy. I guess his message
to anybody on our side of the house was, ‘You are not
in Parliament because it is a job and you are not in
Parliament because it is something to do; you are in
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Parliament to make a difference’. The legacy that I
hope is left by Clyde Holding for all of us in this place,
whoever we are, is: given that we are here, let us make
a difference. I would like to say farewell to a raconteur,
a larrikin, a true believer and, mostly, a friend.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to speak on behalf of the Greens in support of
this condolence motion for the late Allan Clyde
Holding. I was very interested in what Mr Lenders had
to say, because I know he knew him well and was very
close to him. Along with what Mr Lenders said just
now and at the state service for Clyde Holding this
morning, the speeches by everybody there and the
pictures up on the screen reminded us of the times that
Clyde Holding lived through as a member for the state
seat of Richmond and as a member for the federal seat
of Melbourne Ports.
I do not plan to go through all of the issues raised by
Mr Lenders, but I will talk about two instances that I
particularly remember Clyde Holding for. During his
time as the member for Richmond in the Legislative
Assembly and the Leader of the Opposition from 1967
to 1977, along with many other people he protested
against the hanging of Ronald Ryan in 1967 and was
arrested at that protest. I shared his horror at that event.
I was only a child at the time, but it is one of my first
memories of public affairs. I was very distressed about
it. I discussed it with my parents and asked them why it
was happening, and I remember I cried when Ryan was
hanged. I could not believe that was happening, and I
am so glad it has never happened again since.
Clyde Holding was elected to the federal seat of
Melbourne Ports in 1977. He was my local member
from 1989, when I moved into the electorate where I
still live, until 1998, when he retired. I met him several
times at local events, but I did not know him well. It is
well known that Clyde Holding strongly supported
indigenous rights. He was the first Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs to insist on the repatriation of
Aboriginal human remains from museums, and he
travelled personally to the British Museum in London
to effect that.
At the state service this morning I was particularly
taken by the speeches of Mr Francis Deemal,
Professor Mick Dodson and Professor Marcia Langton,
who brought back the memories of those times in the
1980s and 1990s when the long struggle for land rights
for Aboriginals and Torres Strait Islanders was coming
to a head. I remember Clyde Holding’s role in handing
back the freehold title deeds to the traditional owners of
Uluru in 1985. He will rightly be remembered for his
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pivotal role in bringing that about. However, the
struggle is still not over.
As Mr Lenders said, Mr Holding had many interests
and was a strong advocate for the arts. He championed
contemporary artists, especially Aboriginal artists, and
he threw his support behind the desire of Arthur and
Yvonne Boyd to give their home, Bundanon, to the
people of Australia for use as an artists’ retreat and
gallery, which was also mentioned today at the state
funeral.
In addition to his achievements, Clyde Holding helped
many people personally in almost four decades of
public life, which Mr Lenders alluded to. On behalf of
the Greens I extend our condolences to Mr Holding’s
wife, Judy; his former wife, Margaret; his children,
Isabella, Peter, Danny and Jenny — particularly Jenny,
whom I knew years ago; his extended family; and his
friends and former colleagues.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — On behalf of those of us in The Nationals
of Victoria I would like to join in this condolence
motion for the late Allan Clyde Holding and pass on
our condolences to his family and friends. From
listening to this condolence motion we hear that the
story of Clyde Holding is quite a remarkable one. It has
been well recounted to us this afternoon, particularly by
Mr Lenders, and I think we have all learnt a lot about
Clyde Holding by listening to his contribution.
Obviously from his personal acquaintance and the
closeness of his working relationship with Clyde
Holding he was able to give us a true account of some
of the finest qualities of a man who has stood proud in
Victorian and Australian politics for a long period of
time. His was a truly remarkable experience.
In reflecting on this condolence motion I read some of
the comments made, particularly by former Labor
leaders, about the late Clyde Holding. In all the written
commentary a number of adjectives are commonly
used to describe the man. Some of those adjectives and
descriptions are: passionate, imaginative, courageous,
loyal, decent, a man of integrity, remarkably brave, a
visionary reformer, a showman with a serious side, and
a great Labor man. Today in his contribution
Mr Lenders added the descriptions: ‘an extraordinary
person’, ‘an institution’, ‘a mentor’ and ‘a role model’.
Probably the greatest claim that anyone can make about
a fellow human is to describe them as a role model for
us.
The description ‘role model’ has been used by many in
the Labor Party in relation to the great Labor man who
was Clyde Holding, but no matter what side of politics

Tuesday, 16 August 2011

we come from, we can regard a man as a role model
and learn something from him. I knew little of Clyde
Holding — I think I met him fleetingly on only one or
two occasions — but I have learnt something today
from hearing his story, and it is something I think all of
us might learn from. As has been said, the greatest
legacy people can leave for us is an example of the
work they have done, the guidance they have given us
and a direction and purpose that we would all do well to
put into our own lives.
It is with a great deal of sadness that I join colleagues in
this house in support of this condolence motion for the
late Clyde Holding. He is a man who has made a
significant impact on the lives of many Australians, and
for that we say thank you. We pass on our respect and
condolences to his wife, Judy, and to his children,
Peter, Dan, Jenny and Isabella, and their families.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — It was my
good fortune to have known Clyde Holding’s family
well and to have worked with him for the last five years
of his political career as the federal member for
Melbourne Ports.
Clyde Holding was a member of the state and federal
parliaments for 38 years. Looking at his inaugural
speech that the library generously provided, we see that
at the age of 31 Clyde Holding seemed to step into the
Legislative Assembly fully formed as a formidable and
accomplished parliamentarian. Amazingly his inaugural
speech completely dispensed with the usual formalities.
He rounded on the Bolte government’s budget, setting
out the fundamental differences between the Liberal
Party and the Labor Party. His speech focused on the
substandard living conditions of the unemployed, the
crisis in housing, industrial safety and working
conditions — basic issues for the Labor party and for
Labor people.
In my view the novel thing about this speech is that
there he was, seven years after the 1955 split, a former
student activist during the failed Menzies referendum to
ban the Communist Party, a campaigner for and ally of
Jim Cairns, an industrial lawyer and then the new
member for Richmond in the Victorian Parliament.
Richmond was the centre of the split, and the forces of
conservatism had trained the nation’s attention on
Labor’s woes and on that seat.
In this inaugural speech Holding did not run from the
Liberal attack. He was proud to be associated with the
expulsion of the groupers from the ALP and described
it as a blow struck for all sections of the community
that believed in democracy. He absolutely understood
that you could not have a party within a party, with its
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own finances, its own motives and its own separate
principles. Holding saw this as a struggle of
principle — a fight to protect one of the world’s oldest
and greatest social democratic parties. Clyde Holding
never forgot the damage that sectarianism could do to a
party. He was the youngest Leader of the Opposition in
Victoria’s history, but in the end he was unable to lead
Labor into office.
As we have heard, Holding’s political career spanned
the events of 1955, the Cold War, the campaigns over
the abolition of the death penalty in Victoria, the
Vietnam War years, the election of the Whitlam
government and its dramatic dismissal, the great
economic reforms of the Hawke-Keating government
and the rise of John Howard. He was a strong supporter
of the centrist Gough Whitlam, whose program was to
capture the public imagination and bring Australia into
the modern world after 23 years of Liberal government
that had kept Labor out of office.
Holding, like Whitlam, passionately advocated for a
universal health system, the equitable funding of all
schools within a modern education system, legal and
economic reform, Aboriginal equality and land rights,
workplace rights and safety, the rights and equality of
women, the withdrawal from Vietnam and the
recognition of China as well as support for the arts and
the promotion of everything that is best in Australian
society and culture. He supported policies and
individuals on their merits, not simply on the basis of
which group was backing one or other of these policies
or people. His views were clearly centrist and
pragmatic, and he fought for policies that he believed
would benefit the broad community and ordinary
Victorians and Australians, especially those who were
disenfranchised and struggling for a fair deal.
We remember that Labor was out of office in Victoria
for 27 years between 1955 and 1982, and nationally
Labor was out of office for 23 years from 1949 to 1972.
For those of us on the Labor side this was a tragedy.
For Labor and, we believe, for the state and the nation it
was a waste of a generation caused partly by our own
disunity and partly by the hand that history dealt us.
Those years are bitter evidence of the truism that while
we make our own history, we do not make it as we
please. We make it under the circumstances given and
transmitted to us from the past.
Clyde Holding’s inability to take Labor to government
in Victoria needs to be understood in this context, and
his considerable achievement in preparing the
groundwork for future Labor successes should be
recognised and respected. Clyde Holding most valued
the work he had contributed to put Aboriginal land
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rights on the national agenda and the key role that he
felt privileged to have been able to play in handing
Uluru back to the traditional owners. In the time I
worked with Clyde Holding I remember how warmly
he was always greeted and welcomed by Aboriginal
leaders from all over the country. When many of these
leaders were in Melbourne they would call into his
office in Fitzroy Street, and there was always great joy
when they spent time together.
As a local member Clyde Holding was fiercely
territorial, and very little happened in the Melbourne
Ports electorate that he did not know about. He did not
much care whether a matter was within the jurisdiction
of local, state or federal government; if it affected his
constituents, it was absolutely his business. The 1989
redistribution saw the blue-ribbon state seat of Caulfield
move into the federal seat of Melbourne Ports and the
Labor-voting state seat of Richmond go to the federal
seat of Melbourne. As a result Melbourne Ports, which
is a Federation seat that has always been held by Labor,
became the most marginal Labor seat in the country.
Clyde Holding was absolutely not going to be the one
to lose that seat, so he rolled up his sleeves and,
working with the community, not only won the seat, as
John Lenders has observed, but increased his margin at
every subsequent election, defying the odds.
Clyde Holding once told me that over his career he had
occupied almost every elected position in the ALP: in
the local branch, in the federal electorate assembly, in
the administrative committee and of course as state
president of the Victorian party. This was why he had
such a sound understanding of how to get things done
in the party and in the community. He believed the role
of the local member was to articulate the views and the
beliefs of his constituents but also bring resources into
the electorate to improve and secure the quality of life
of the people he represented. He never let up fighting
for affordable housing; workplace safety; jobs;
community health centres; schools; arts precincts,
including the then Victorian College of the Arts in
St Kilda Road and the Australian National Academy of
Music in South Melbourne; and a number of events
programs that build community cohesion and the
celebration of the cultural diversity of which he felt so
much a part.
With the help of his wife, Judy, for example, Clyde ran
a spectacularly elaborate and out-there stall at the
inaugural Midsumma Carnival. He spoke up for gay,
lesbian, bisexual, transgender, intersex and queer
communities and actively supported the ALSO
Foundation. He strongly supported the HIV/AIDS
policy of then federal health minister Neal Blewett, and
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he was an early champion of the work of the Gay
Men’s Health Centre during the peak of the pandemic.
Together with Bob Hawke, Clyde Holding was a
particular friend of the Jewish community, and he
worked hard to ensure that the Australian government
supported the development of Jewish schools, Jewish
community services and cultural institutions, most
notably the Holocaust Centre and of course the Jewish
Museum of Australia. He developed a strong and long
relationship with the Israeli Labor Party and successive
Israeli governments, and one of his saddest duties was
to attend the funeral of Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin,
who was assassinated in 1995.
Clyde Holding was a shrewd and intelligent
campaigner and tactician. He trod with caution and
knew that battles could be lost just as wars could be
won. He knew that true leadership had a light touch,
and he relied on the resourcefulness and independence
of his team. If you were attentive, there was much to
learn from Clyde Holding. His legacy is passed on, as
John Lenders has observed, through many people,
including through John and me in this Parliament,
Jenny Huppert of an earlier Parliament and David
White of a past government. His trust and reliance on
Jacki Willox, his very long-term electorate officer, and
Carol Hough, with whom I worked in the office, was
absolute, and the loyalty and trust that he gave us was
absolutely reciprocated. Clyde Holding was a man of
great breadth and capacity, but he was also incredibly
unassuming and unpretentious.
My partner, Angela, and I were saddened to hear the
news in the early morning of 1 August that Clyde had
died overnight. While it was absolutely not unexpected,
the realisation that this great man had passed gave us
pause.
I express my condolences to Clyde’s wife, Judy, and to
Isabella, as well as to Margaret, Peter, Danny, Jenny
and their families, and to all those who held and hold
Clyde in affection.
Clyde Holding taught me much about politics, both in
the pragmatic sense of advancing your cause by
gathering support and influence to get the outcome you
want and also how to hold fast to vision and purpose. In
Clyde’s case he never forgot whom he stood for, where
he came from or where he thought we should be
heading.
Clyde was a great storyteller, and I remember well the
evenings in Canberra after most of the day’s work was
done. He would sometimes tell what I thought were
absolutely shocking and hair-raising stories about his
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campaigning exploits with Jim Cairns and the
astonishingly complicated intrigues and fracas in
Richmond during the time of the split. As we sat there
looking back over the distance of four decades, we
found many of his stories were hilarious. I am sure they
were not hilarious when you lived them, but they were
hilarious when he was telling them. All of them
contained a political message, a political story and a
learning — something that had come out of his very
long-lived experience.
I admired Clyde’s sense of proportion; I admired and I
still admire his great gift for written and oral
expression, his capacity to balance the unvarnished
realities of politics with aspiration and vision, and his
capacity to accept loss and personal failures. Even as he
made a new beginning, he tried to find a new way. For
me he was a historic figure. When I got to know him
personally, I never lost the sense that I was privileged to
be associated with a man who had made his mark on
the direction of this country.
Clyde Holding was elected to this Parliament just on
50 years ago during a time that, I guess, was every bit
as testing as our own. I believe he will be remembered
as a parliamentarian and campaigner whose unswerving
commitment to social justice and the Labor cause
brought much credit to this Parliament, the federal
Parliament and democracy in this state and this nation.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
rise to pay tribute to the Honourable Clyde Holding,
who was elected to the Victorian Parliament,
representing the seat of Richmond, in 1962 and left this
Parliament in 1977, having served 15 years. For 10 of
those years he served as the Leader of the Opposition.
His time in this place saw many passionate debates and
much political friction over issues such as capital
punishment, the Vietnam War and then the policies of
the Whitlam government in Canberra. It was an intense
time for politics in Victoria and Australia.
Judging from reports of the time, Mr Holding played an
immense part in the state Parliament and provided
leadership to the state parliamentary Labor Party at a
time when politics was very tough and often highly
divisive.
In a different time, Mr Holding declined to put his full
details in Who’s Who but kept his name, home address
and home number in the phone book, believing that he
needed to be accessible at all times. Whatever our
politics, the role Mr Holding played in state Parliament
as leader of his party was undoubtedly significant and
deserves to be recognised. It is befitting that today he is
remembered in the Parliament for his contribution and,
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for my part, as Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party in
the Legislative Council, it is an honour to be speaking
on this condolence motion.
Following 15 years in the Victorian Parliament,
Mr Holding was elected as the federal member for
Melbourne Ports and became a minister and cabinet
minister in the Hawke government. He served in the
federal Parliament for 21 years, until his retirement in
1998. He held a number of federal portfolios, of which
the most challenging were Aboriginal affairs and
immigration. According to media reports about his life,
on the election of the Hawke government Mr Holding
sought the portfolio of Aboriginal affairs and became
the minister responsible for that portfolio for four years.
His choice of portfolio highlighted his commitment to
helping the most vulnerable and marginalised in
Australia. His belief in social justice is apparent in
many accounts of his life.
I did not know him personally, but it is clear from the
newspaper reports during his political career that Clyde
Holding will be remembered as a man driven to
contribute to the community and as a passionate
member of the parliamentary Labor Party in both
Victoria and Canberra. I join my colleagues in the
Council in acknowledging his achievements and his
involvement in public life and in passing on my
condolences to his wife, Judy, and to his children and
grandchildren.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise to also associate myself with this condolence
motion for Clyde Holding. He was a great Australian
reformer, a great Victorian reformer and a great
reformer of the Labor Party. I was privileged, along
with many others from this place and from the other
place, to be at the state service for him this morning. I
think the measure of the esteem in which Clyde
Holding is held was not just the presence of the Prime
Minister, two former prime ministers, the Premier and
three former premiers along with ministerial and
parliamentary colleagues and friends that Clyde had
built up over a lifetime of service but also, as
Ms Pennicuik reflected on, the video tributes from
people such as Mick Dodson and Marcia Langton and
the passage that Mr Lenders read which expressed the
views that Charles Perkins held of Clyde Holding. We
were also treated to contributions by two of Clyde’s
children — both of whom are a great credit to him —
Isabella and, more particularly, Peter, whom I have
known for many years.
I just wanted to make a couple of personal reflections,
one of which occurred to me around the time of the last
election. When that election was held there was some
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commentary about the resilience the current Premier
had displayed in having served as opposition leader for
four and a half years prior to becoming Premier. As
Mr Lenders mentioned in his contribution, Clyde
Holding served as Leader of the Opposition for a
decade, through three elections. Ms Pennicuik
mentioned that her earliest political memory was the
hanging of Ronald Ryan. My earliest memory was
probably the dismissal of the Whitlam government, but
my second-earliest memory was the 1976 election,
which was Clyde Holding’s third as opposition leader.
In the aftermath of the dismissal of the Whitlam
government I think many Labor supporters, including
my parents, thought that this was the time for Clyde
Holding to extract an ounce of revenge on behalf of the
Labor Party and to finally take down the Hamer
government. As Mr Lenders noted, unfortunately for
Clyde and for the Labor Party that was not to be. Clyde
had the poor fortune of coming up against two
extremely formidable premiers. He probably would
have won the 1970 election were it not for the state aid
issue within our party, but he persevered for seven
more years after that, which is quite extraordinary.
Three elections and 10 years as opposition leader would
probably be enough for most people, but Clyde went on
to contest a very difficult preselection for the seat of
Melbourne Ports, which he won by a whisker. He then
went on to serve more than two decades in the federal
Parliament. As was noted in the service this morning,
his two great passions as a minister were the arts
portfolio and the Aboriginal affairs portfolio. As I
indicated at the commencement of my contribution, I
think the regard in which he is held by members of the
Aboriginal community, which was spoken of with great
eloquence by many people at the service today, is
undeniable.
With regard to the reforms within the Labor Party, it is
on the record and it is well known that in the early
1970s Clyde — I am sure fuelled by his own
experience — along with a number of other individuals,
including John Cain, John Button and his own legal
partner, Peter Redlich, were the champions of reform
within our party. It should be mentioned that as well as
doing everything else Clyde Holding and Peter Redlich
built a wonderful and enduring legal firm, one with
which I had much to do in my time as a trade union
official.
It is fair to say, then, that without the work that Clyde
Holding and others carried out in the early 1970s it
would have been utterly impossible for the Labor Party
to have governed at state level for 21 of the next
40 years or to have governed at federal level through
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the Whitlam, Hawke and Keating governments. The
Whitlam government would not have existed without
the work that was done by Clyde Holding and others at
the state level. I think it is also fair to say that a whole
generation of Young Labor activists who went through
the party in the 1970s and 1980s would not have had a
party worth being involved in were it not for the work
of Clyde Holding. Many of the people who sit in this
Parliament today would probably have been lost from
the political process had our party not been reformed by
people like Clyde Holding.
Unlike Johan Scheffer and John Lenders, I did not work
for Clyde Holding, but I had interaction with him in
other ways. Back in 1993, in an election that was the
result of a redistribution, as has been pointed out by
others, Clyde was no certainty to win. I stood for the
neighbouring seat of Goldstein. I remember I was only
a Young Labor activist at the time. I was 24 years old,
and we did not get access to a great number of federal
Labor parliamentarians. There were a few exceptions,
such as Joan Child, Robert Ray and John Button, but as
the neighbouring member of Parliament, Clyde Holding
in particular was always available to provide counsel
and support. As Mr Scheffer indicated, Clyde also had
amazing yarns if you were lucky enough to stand
around the bar with him or to be in his office.
I spent the last five years of Clyde’s federal
parliamentary career as both one of his constituents and
one of his local branch members. All of the local Labor
Party members in Melbourne Ports — based on my
experience in the 1990s but I am certain also prior to
that — were grateful that Clyde always made himself
available to come to branch meetings. His office,
particularly with the assistance of Mr Scheffer and
Jacki Willox, as has been mentioned, was always an
open and welcoming place for all of us to attend. He
was a great mentor and a great support for party
members and young activists within the party.
I will make one other reflection which I think indicates
the esteem in which Clyde Holding was held. As we
got to the mid-1990s and Clyde Holding had been the
member for Melbourne Ports for close to 20 years, as
happens in politics, there were the first signs of political
mortality, and people started to jockey around his
electorate hoping for the prospect of preselection.
I recall very well at a branch meeting which Robert Ray
attended, probably in the mid-1990s and certainly
before the 1996 election, some young buck got to his
feet and wondered out loud whether it might be time for
Clyde Holding to tap the mat. The reaction that that
question evinced not just from Robert Ray, who I think
rounded on this young bloke with a savagery that I had
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seldom seen up until then or since but also from others
in the room more generally, was so ferocious and so
immediate that I remember walking out of the meeting,
turning to someone and saying, ‘Clyde will be the
member for Melbourne Ports for just as long as he
would like to be’. That was a measure of the respect
held for him and the recognition by not only all the
local branch members but also the local community
more generally that Clyde Holding was a lion of the
Labor Party.
Finally, I should say, as a Jewish member of the Labor
Party, that those members of the party who take an
interest in Israel and who have been very active for a
long time believe Clyde Holding’s work as one of the
founders of Labor Friends of Israel and as a strong,
resolute and unending advocate for the state of Israel
and for the interests of not just the large Jewish
community within his electorate but also those
throughout Victoria and indeed Australia is something
that his family should be enormously proud of. I have
known, right from the time when I was a young
member of the party, of the enormous respect held for
Clyde Holding by a community which can at times be
rather conservative and which probably, if the truth be
told, leans more towards my friends on the other side of
the aisle than towards our side. Clyde Holding’s family
ought to be very proud of the contribution that he made
to this nation, this state and his party over many years.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — Whilst I only met
Clyde Holding a couple of times, my late father and
Clyde were very close political colleagues right through
the mid-to-late 1950s and early 1960s. Clyde was also
my father’s solicitor. I rise to pay tribute to the life of
Clyde Holding and to pay respect also to my father,
because Clyde’s death naturally made me think of my
father and his political life. Following on a little from
Mr Scheffer’s contribution, it is fair to say that whilst
my father and Clyde were close mates politically for a
considerable period, the split and the sectarianism in the
Labor Party drove them apart. In fact my father ended
up being expelled from the Labor Party.
I think my father and Clyde shared very deep political
convictions. They certainly would have shared —
although perhaps they were not talking at the time —
an opposition to the hanging of Ronald Ryan. They
shared the convictions of the Labor Party for socially
progressive and antidiscriminatory policies. But such is
the business of politics that sometimes common views
drive people apart through the minutiae of those
policies, and I suspect that is what occurred in their
case. I know that during the latter part of my father’s
life he was very respectful of Clyde’s work and
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particularly of the work that he did in Aboriginal
affairs.

because the story that has gone unwritten by
Mr Holding is a loss to us all.

I conclude my very brief contribution by saying that on
learning of Clyde’s passing my son rang me and asked
if I thought Clyde and my father, his grandfather, were
re-engaged in their political battles. I reflected on that
for a moment, and I thought, no; I suspect now their
common views, passion and commitment to social
reform and progressive policies would have brought
them together.

Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I would like to make a
couple of remarks, because I am probably one of the
few members on my side of politics who was politically
active during the 1970s. In 1976 I stood as a candidate
for the seat of Melbourne against Barry Jones. At the
time of that election the Labor Party was led by Clyde
Holding. As members have indicated, Clyde Holding
perhaps took up the position of opposition leader in the
state sphere at a rather unfortunate time historically for
the Labor Party, coming up against formidable
Premiers but also carrying considerable baggage from
disunity within its own party ranks.

Sitting suspended 3.09 p.m. until 4.14 p.m.

We usually measure people according to their success,
and in politics that would usually be according to
election victories. Whilst Clyde Holding did not have
the chance to be Premier of this state, by any other
measure he was a very successful politician, a man who
was a formidable debater and a determined and
successful leader who championed a number of causes,
which other members have commented on. I do not
wish to cover the same ground that they have so
capably covered.
Clyde Holding was a man who left a significant legacy
to the political landscape both in this state and federally,
where he did have the opportunity to serve in
government and was a successful minister. This place
has many champions, and perhaps we do not always
accord them the respect and praise they deserve until
we come to eulogies. That is unfortunate because there
are many people who, like Clyde Holding, have made
considerable contributions, but arguably none have
made a greater contribution — particularly in respect of
his party’s context — to this Parliament.
I also join Mr Davis and the other members who have
spoken in support of his motion to express condolences
to the family of Clyde Holding. I suggest something
which has only been touched on by Mr Lenders as we
ponder the very successful life of Clyde Holding. In our
endeavours as people involved in public policy we
consider contributing more towards unlocking the
mysteries and the misery of Alzheimer’s disease,

The PRESIDENT — Order! As a further mark of
respect for Mr Holding the proceedings of the house
will now be suspended for a period of 1 hour. I will
resume the Chair at the ringing of the bells.

NORWAY: MASSACRES
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move, by leave:
That the Legislative Council of Victoria, in Parliament
assembled, express our deepest and sincere condolences to
the King and people of Norway at this time of great suffering
caused by the senseless events in Oslo and on the island of
Utøya on 22 July 2011.

We have become accustomed in recent times in this
chamber to marking tragic natural events. This event is
of a different nature. It is an event about which we all,
as members of Parliament and the community, have the
greatest sympathy for the people of Norway. On
22 July 2011 attacks occurred on the democracy of the
Kingdom of Norway, a country held in great affection
by Victorians and indeed all Australians.
In a very brief period of time, not more than a few
hours, a car bomb exploded outside the Prime
Minister’s office in Oslo and people were gunned down
on the island of Utøya at a summer camp organised by
the governing political party in Norway. A total of
77 people were killed — this is a significant tragedy —
and 153 were wounded. I do not think the scale of this
event can have but affected each and every person in
this chamber and people around the world.
This was the worst atrocity in Norway since the dark
days of World War II. The gunman deliberately
targeted the democratically elected Prime Minister and
a summer camp organised by the youth division of the
Norwegian Labour Party. Let there be no doubt that this
was a politically inspired and motivated attack. For
those who love democracy, that is of great significance.
The grief that has been inflicted upon the families and
friends of those killed must be extraordinary. The
average age of the Norwegians who lost their lives that
day was 21; many of them were younger than 18. They
had promising lives ahead of them.
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It is fortunate that these sorts of events are so rare, but
Australia has not been immune to them — Port Arthur
comes to mind. Australians have particular empathy
with and concern and feeling for the people of Norway
at this time. All in our society would register their
sympathy and see this as an event that strikes at the
heart of democracy. For those of us who live in
countries with free and fair elections and the rule of law
these events are not to be taken lightly. Democracy and
the rule of law cannot be taken for granted.
Victoria has conveyed through the Royal Norwegian
Consulate General in Melbourne our deepest
sympathies to the people of Norway. Through this
motion today I intend to make it clear that these
sentiments are not just from across the chamber but
from across the community. Our sympathies are with
the Norwegian people. We hope such events never
happen again and that the Norwegian community can
deal with this in the best way possible.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Labor Party associates itself with and supports the
motion moved today by Mr David Davis on behalf of
the government expressing its condolences to the
people of Norway on the tragedies of 22 July.
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this attack. The next youth camp will again be held on
Utøya Island, and the group will not deviate from that.
It is heartening that this group of youths, who would in
a classic sense be as traumatised as anybody would,
will not bow to this act of terrorism but will go back.
I pay tribute to some of the unsung heroes. The media
has passed by the story of a female married couple,
Hege Dalen and Toril Hansen, who were having a
picnic nearby. They got into their boat and went
backwards and forwards — I think on five occasions —
into the gunfire and rescued 40 young people. They are
unsung heroes. We would probably all reflect on
whether we would have had the courage to do that. I
doubt I would have. I wish I would have, but I doubt it.
These two women got into their boat when there was a
madman disguised as a policeman running around
shooting people, and again and again they came back.
They rescued 40 young people.
The tragedy is in the lives lost but particularly in the
targeting of youth idealism and all the things that go
with that. The silver linings of this event, if there are
such things, are that the Norwegian youth will not be
bowed and that unsung heroes who risk their lives to
help others do exist. That is the silver lining on a very
dark cloud. The opposition supports the motion.

This is the fourth time this year we have condoled
overseas tragedies in this house. In the same week as
the events in Norway there was a horrendous train crash
in China and more mindless bombings in Iraq. The
events in Norway captured our attention more than the
others because they were an attack on youth and
idealism. It is interesting that on the day we moved a
condolence motion for Clyde Holding, a former
president and secretary of Young Labor, we are also
marking the attack on a camp organised by the youth
division of the Norwegian Labour Party and the
government of Norway. The Norwegian Prime
Minister, Jens Stoltenberg, was a former president of
the youth organisation. Having idealists from a youth
wing of a political party spending a week together on
an island is something you would hope would be
encouraged everywhere in the 21st century. Youth
wings of political parties are good things; youth being
involved and focused on the future is a good thing. The
fact that the attack was on the youth wing of a political
party makes it more horrendous than many of the other
tragic events we have seen.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — We have
seen a shocking and horrific set of images coming out
of this tragedy. They have reminded us so much of our
own experience at Port Arthur, where a group of
people, innocent and unsuspecting, were going about
their daily lives and enjoying themselves in what to all
appearances was a completely tranquil setting before
being attacked in the most brutal way. However, unlike
the Port Arthur shootings this was not the act of
someone who was deranged. Much as we might recoil
from the very act, someone with a detailed political
manifesto prepared what he was planning to do over a
long period of time and did it with the specific aim of
drawing attention to his own political stripe of views.
Political violence, which outside periods of war has
killed tens of millions over the last half-century or so,
can arise from any part of the political spectrum or be
based on any type of political ideology. It simply
requires someone who is enough of a fundamentalist in
their beliefs and who is violent enough to be willing to
turn their political view into a murderous attack.

Utøya Island was a place where the Labour Party’s
youth wing periodically met. I am heartened by the
spirit in Norway in that the current president of the
organisation, Eskil Pedersen, who is 27 and was one of
the people who escaped from the island, has said the
youth wing will return and will not be intimidated by

As a group of politicians we recoil not only from the
horror of the violence but also from the spectre of
political violence, which is extraordinarily common in
some countries and in some parts of the world but also
from time to time manifests in some of the most
peaceful, democratic and, to all intents and purposes,
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placid countries. We should always be aware of those
around us who use violent political rhetoric. We should
reflect on the fact that that creates a ripple effect, even
if it is only amongst those whom they are directly
addressing. We should strongly condemn the use of
violent political rhetoric, however remote we might
believe that is from an act such as this.
In doing that, we should also take the approach of the
Norwegian Prime Minister, and I can only echo his
words. He said this was:
… an attack against political engagement … an attack on our
democracy.

He asked his citizens not to use this as an excuse for a
witch-hunt, saying:
We have memorials in churches and in mosques, in
Parliament and in the government headquarters, on the streets
and in squares … Evil has brought out the best in us. Hatred
engenders love.

If he is able to say that to his own people, then we, as
leaders in our own community, can certainly reflect that
same view. I do so today by joining with the other
parties in this place to support this condolence motion.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — On behalf of The Nationals, I too wish to
offer our deepest condolences to the family and friends
of the 77 Norwegians who lost their lives in the tragic
and senseless attack that took place on 22 July in Oslo
and on Utøya Island. We share the views expressed by
other speakers on this motion on the manner and the
targeting of the attack on the lives of those 77 people
and also the 96 people who were wounded. That acts of
this horrific kind occurred on those occasions is
absolutely beyond contention. Equally beyond
contention is the fact that the perpetrator of these
horrific incidents appears to show no remorse. In times
like these it is hard to do anything other than convey to
the people of Norway that our thoughts and prayers are
with them.
I want to say one other thing. While I do not want this
to be the focus of my contribution or to reflect away
from the gravity of this motion, unfortunately we were
again reminded of the horrific nature of these events in
a way that does not bring us any positive benefits. I am
referring to this morning’s media coverage of a
re-enactment of the events that took place on 22 July.
While I understand that police in Norway need to
undertake such an exercise as part of their follow-up
and diligence in relation to this crime, I am not sure
whether it does any good to have detailed graphic
images of a re-enactment of these events. It would be
much more informative for us to hear about the heroic

2397

stories that Mr Lenders made reference to. It would be
better for us as a community and it would provide a
better understanding of all of this if we learnt more
about the lives of those who have been impacted upon
by these events. At another time we perhaps need to
talk about media coverage of these events and what best
serves the interests of communities in regard to such
events.
However, today we are expressing condolences to the
family members and friends of the 77 people who were
killed and the 96 people who were wounded. My
Nationals colleagues and I join with other members of
this house in expressing our sincere condolences to
them and to all the people of Norway.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — On 22 July
this year Oslo and the nearby island of Utøya were
attacked by a political terrorist, a lone gunman whose
actions caused the death of some 77 people — first with
bomb blasts directed at government buildings,
including the office of the Prime Minister, Jens
Stoltenberg, and then a couple of hours later on the
nearby island of Utøya with the gunman — dressed as a
policeman, no less — offering help and comfort to
those on the island. I believe the Norwegian Prime
Minister was due to visit the island that day, and he has
been reported as saying that some of his fondest
memories of his early political activism were from time
spent on that island.
The island is owned by Arbeidernes Ungdomsfylking,
the Workers Youth League, which is the youth wing of
the Norwegian Labour Party. Some 650 people were on
the island at the time of the attack. When we reflect on
the young people we know who are involved in the
political parties we represent in this place, I think
650 reflects an extraordinary degree of political
activism and something that truly ought be celebrated.
The Workers Youth League of Norway is connected,
through its affiliation to the International Union of
Socialist Youth, to the youth wing of the Australian
Labor Party. One of my more exciting first political
moments was packing my bags to go off to my
first-ever Young Labor conference. Over a number of
years I packed my bags with some excitement and
enthusiasm to go to conferences to talk about the issues
of the day and about policies and ideas to make our
society a better place. The notion that people as young
as 15 years, and some a little bit older but no-one much
older, had been packing their bags to take up such an
exciting opportunity to be involved in politics and to do
so in the way that they would have hoped to be
involved but then were faced with this kind of madness
is incredibly confronting.
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While it is almost impossible to ascribe motives to this
kind of act, these attacks were directed at the governing
Labour Party by a person reported to be a right-wing
extremist. This is an act which is incredibly offensive to
those of us who come to this place safe and secure and
very free to participate in politics and to express our
views. While young people often ascribe a degree of
cynicism to politics, and in our society there is a high
level of cynicism about politics, there is a generation of
activists who have been incredibly traumatised by these
acts. I am heartened by the accounts Mr Lenders gave
of the determination of this youth wing of political
activists to continue to do the things they came together
to do on that day at Utøya.
I would like to add my voice to Mr Davis’s motion and
to extend my condolences to the people of Norway, to
their Labour Party and to the Workers Youth League,
but most of all to the friends and family of the victims
of this madness and depravity.
The PRESIDENT — I would just add one thing to
this debate, and that is a comment made by a young
woman who lost friends on the island of Utøya on
Friday, 22 July. It is a remark that has been taken up
and widely embraced by survivors, families and
political leaders in Norway. It is simply the statement
that if one man can show so much hatred, imagine how
much love we can show together.
Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.
The PRESIDENT — As on previous occasions, it
is my intention to convey the unanimous resolution of
this house to the embassy, and in this case it will be to
the ambassador of the Royal Norwegian Embassy in
Canberra, Her Excellency Siren Gjerme Eriksen. I will
convey the resolution to her. I also point out that the
Norwegian embassy has established an online book of
condolences, to which members may add their names
through its website.

ASSISTANT CLERKS
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise the Council
that pursuant to section 18 of the Parliamentary
Administration Act 2005 the Clerk has appointed
Dr Stephen Redenbach as Assistant Clerk, House and
Usher of the Black Rod, and Mr Andrew Young as
Assistant Clerk, Committees. These appointments are
effective from 15 August 2011.

Tuesday, 16 August 2011

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 5 July to:
Terrorism (Community Protection) Amendment
Act 2011
Transport Legislation Amendment (Taxi Services
Reform and Other Matters) Act 2011
Victorian Urban Development Authority
Amendment (Urban Renewal Authority
Victoria) Act 2011.

ABSENCE OF CLERK
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise the house that
Mr Tunnecliffe is not with us this week because his
wife suffered a heart attack some three weeks ago. I am
pleased to advise that she is progressing well. We
expect she will make a full recovery, but obviously
Wayne is spending some time with her at this juncture
to ensure she makes that complete recovery. I know our
thoughts and prayers are with him on this occasion.

ABSENCE OF MEMBER
The PRESIDENT — Order! I also indicate that
Mrs Kronberg will not be with us this week. She is still
incapacitated following a serious break to her leg.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Committee procedure
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise the house that
I have had some discussions in respect of the
proceedings of committees. In April this year the
Deputy President, Mr Viney, intervened during the
committee stage of the Parliamentary Committees
Amendment Bill 2011 when a member sat at the table
to assist the minister in charge of this bill. As the
Deputy President correctly pointed out, when a member
seeks to sit at the table next to the minister in charge of
a bill in order to advise the minister so as to expedite
committee proceedings leave should first be sought by
the minister for that to occur.
In endorsing Mr Viney’s comments and in seeking to
bring a consistent approach to the circumstances where
members assist ministers at the table during committee
proceedings, I remind the house that as a matter of
courtesy to the committee I expect ministers should,
prior to the commencement of committee proceedings,
seek the leave of the committee for a particular member
to sit at the table to assist them. That member does not
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necessarily have to be the parliamentary secretary
associated with the subject matter of the bill, but can be
any member, including another minister. Further, and
as previously ruled by various deputy presidents, if a
member who has been given leave to sit at the table
wants to contribute to the debate, they can do so only
by returning to their allocated seats in the chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Liberal Party: fundraising events
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning. I refer the
minister to the Premier’s direction to ministers in
February not to attend fundraisers, and I ask: when did
the minister first inform the Premier about his
attendance at the fundraiser organised by Business
First, held in this Parliament in May?
The PRESIDENT — Order! Members will
appreciate my concern at this question, and to some
extent I guess I anticipated a line of questioning here.
But members would be aware of my previous ruling
that questions need to be about government
administration and not about the affairs of parties and
events and activities associated with parties. In this
instance I will allow the minister to answer in the
context of his personal responsibility, but I caution the
opposition to be very careful about follow-up questions
in regard to this matter, because I have already given a
fairly comprehensive ruling on the fact that questions
need to be about government administration and not
about party affairs and what members might be doing
in terms of their organisations.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
function to which Mr Lenders refers was one that was
not intended to make a profit and thus was not a
fundraiser, so Mr Lenders should check his facts before
he asks questions about it in Parliament.
Supplementary question
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — It is
nice that we have the bright light of scrutiny in the
building now; maybe we will get an answer. Mr Guy
does not deny he was at the Business First function.
Whether it made a profit or not, I asked him if he met
with Mr Paul Smith and his brother, who may or may
not be donors to the Liberal Party but are certainly
proponents of the exclusion of their land from the green
wedge. Did he meet them?
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Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
the member for his question. No, I do not believe I did
meet with those people at the function.

Children: beauty pageants
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Housing who is also the
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development, and I ask: can the minister advise the
house of the advice received from Bernie Geary, child
safety commissioner, in regard to his impressions of the
Universal Royalty Beauty Pageant recently held in
Northcote?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I thank the member
for her question and her ongoing interest in all things
that affect children in Victoria. Earlier this year it
became clear that Universal Royalty Beauty Pageant,
an American-based company, was organising a
children’s pageant in Australia and the event was to be
held in Melbourne. In June I informed the chamber that
I had asked my department to monitor this event. As I
said in the chamber, whilst I would not enter a child in a
pageant myself I trusted parents to make the right
decision for their children.
Prior to the event, I directed my department to organise
a meeting with the pageant organisers. That meeting
also included my office, the Department of Justice, the
Department of Business and Innovation and the child
safety commissioner. At this meeting the organisers
assured government officials that they were complying
with all government regulations in regard to
working-with-children checks and child employment
regulations. I also asked the child safety commissioner
to attend the event and report back to me.
The observations of the child safety commissioner
justified the coalition’s decision to trust parents. In his
report the commissioner said that his overall impression
of the event was one of people just having fun. He said
that he spoke to members of the audience, parents and
kids and that they all seemed pretty happy and
enthusiastic. He also said that he did not get a feeling of
‘oversexualisation’ or anything ‘sinister, unsafe or
degrading’. The commissioner noted that in his view:
… we should remain vigilant around children’s pageants,
simply because they are based on a perception of competitive
beauty and personal appearance …

The child safety commissioner’s report, as I said,
justified my position of trusting parents to make the
right decisions for their children. Instead of supporting
families, the opposition — the Labor Party and the
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Greens — have both chosen to use this issue for
short-term political opportunities.
The coalition will continue to monitor any similar
events to ensure that children’s safety and wellbeing are
protected. We will continue to consult the child safety
commissioner and, if necessary, the Victorian
Children’s Council, of which the commissioner is a
member, on issues regarding pageants.
On behalf of the government I would like to thank the
child safety commissioner for attending the event, and I
also acknowledge the officials from the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development, the
Department of Justice and the Department of Business
and Innovation who attended the meeting with the
pageant organisers.

Liberal Party: fundraising events
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is, again, to the Minister for Planning. I refer
the minister to his attendance at the Business First event
in May, attended by Mr Geoff Leigh, who represents
developers, and by other developers, and I ask: were
departmental representatives present, and did they take
notes?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — In
relation to the times Mr Leigh has come in to meet me,
as Mr Lenders says, in relation to issues to do with his
clients, it should be factored in that Mr Leigh works for
a company called InsideOut Strategic, which is a
company run by a man by the name of Philip Staindl.
Who is Mr Philip Staindl? The former head of Labor’s
Progressive Business — its own fundraising arm. At
the times I have met with InsideOut Strategic — maybe
once, maybe twice, with Geoff Leigh — departmental
officials have been present, as has Mr Steve Cusworth,
one of the other heads of InsideOut Strategic, whom
Mr Lenders would know as the former chief of staff of
Mr Tim Holding, the member for Lyndhurst. When we
are talking about InsideOut Strategic, let us put it into
perspective. People from InsideOut Strategic have
come to see me. InsideOut Strategic says on its own
website:
Philip —

That is Philip Staindl, former Labor candidate and
former fundraiser for the Labor Party —
worked as a senior … adviser to a number of Victorian
ministers across a range of portfolios during the 1980s and
1990s.

Why is Labor not asking me about Philip Staindl —
who, I might add, met Mr Brian Tee in this
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Parliament in the Strangers Corridor not long ago?
The question needs to be asked: given that every time
I have met — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I also indicate to the
minister, as he resumes his answer, that this is question
time, not debate time, and I am surprised that the
opposition did not rise to a point of order in respect of
debating the matter. I ask the minister to keep directing
his remarks through me and to maintain the answer.
Hon. M. J. GUY — It is very clear. InsideOut
Strategic is a company with two out of three of its
senior executives who are current Labor Party
members. They are meeting the Labor Party today to
influence its party policy. What do members opposite
have to say about coming open and clean about the
meetings they have had with the company they asked
me about today?
Supplementary question
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I note
that the minister, who is a sworn minister of the Crown,
was asked a question about whether departmental note
takers were present, and he declined to answer. But I
ask the minister specifically: will he confirm that at the
event he did not discuss with any developers or their
representatives so-called logical inclusions to the urban
growth boundary, with or without minute takers?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — At
every formal meeting I have with a developer there is
obviously a developer there.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. M. J. GUY — It needs to be asked: at the
urban planning and transport forum of Progressive
Business on Thursday, 23 June 2011, Brian Tee, the
shadow Minister for Planning, Fiona Richardson, the
shadow Minister for Public Transport, Jacinta Allan,
the shadow Minister for Roads, and Tim Pallas, the
shadow minister for ports, major projects and
infrastructure, asked people to participate in the forum
and said:
These structured working sessions enable business leaders to
contribute their ideas, views and give feedback on key issues
across the urban planning —

Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. M. J. GUY — And asked them to ‘Click here’
for online payment!
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Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, the
minister was asked a question on government
administration, and he is debating the matter by
referring to alleged things in a non-government party. I
ask you to bring him back to the question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of the point
of order, I would suggest that the material in that
answer was of a debating nature rather than actually
addressing the question that was put. The minister, to
continue.
Hon. M. J. GUY — President, it is very clear. I
have departmental representatives present, and the
Labor Party’s attitude is ‘Click here’ for online
payment!

Childhood obesity: government initiatives
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
ask the Minister for Health, Mr Davis, if he can inform
the house what action the Baillieu government is taking
to reduce obesity amongst Victorian children?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for her question and make the point that the
government is very committed to dealing with the
challenge of obesity, which is a significant concern in
our community. It is interesting that members opposite
would choose to refer to Go for Your Life, which is a
program they left without funding last year; their
funding for the future was zero. This government has
extended the funding until the end of the year and will
relaunch a much better program, a healthy children’s
initiative, with more money, more depth and more
integration of its activities. It will be a
community-based program that will deliver.
The truth is that there were some good parts to Go for
Your Life, but there were many parts that were not
integrated and many parts that were not coordinated.
The assessments that have been done of Go for Your
Life show that there was duplication and lack of
coordination and the program had not been fully and
properly assessed over its period in operation. What is
clear is that — —
An honourable member — You assessed it.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Indeed, we did assess it. We
found that it was not coordinated, it was not delivering
and obesity rates had risen over the period when Go for
Your Life was in operation. After all, that is a key
objective of programs of this nature. We have made
sure that there is additional funding in the interim until
the end of the year. In the meantime work has been
done to build a better program, a healthy children’s
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initiative, that will deliver more money and more
coordinated programs that will bring in not just schools
but also early childhood centres. They will bring in
smaller groups in the community, and they will enable
a whole range of people to access advice and assistance
on developing programs that will assist our children.
The objectives of the new program are common ones
across the community. I think there is broad support. It
was disappointing to hear that the shadow Minister for
Health yesterday, in a desperate search for some attack
on the government, did not seem to understand that
these programs were actually remedying the
deficiencies of the last government’s programs.
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President,
Ms Crozier asked Mr Davis a question on government
administration and he is now debating statements made
by a spokesperson from a non-government party. I ask
you to bring him back to government administration.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — On the point of order,
President, I was asked what action we are taking to
reduce obesity amongst children, and I was making the
very clear point that there were some predecessor
programs to the ones the government has begun to
announce. It is worth counterposing those — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! We do not debate
points of order. I was less concerned about Mr Davis’s
answer than I was about Mr Guy’s because I think
Mr Davis had only just trespassed into this area. Earlier
his remarks were, I think, apposite to the question, and I
am sure he is returning to that area and responding to
the question.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The government strongly
welcomes the support of Cancer Council Victoria
where yesterday it indicated that the new phone and
web-based Victorian Healthy Eating Advisory Service
would greatly benefit schools and services by giving
them practical help and advice to meet existing
guidelines around healthy eating and nutrition. It also
made the point that it welcomed the other measures to
be announced into the future. The Heart Foundation
also strongly supports the healthy children initiative.
I make the point strongly to Ms Crozier and to the
chamber that a number of non-government bodies have
been closely involved in developing the new initiatives
that the government will roll out over the next 6 to
12 months. These initiatives are grounded on good,
strong evidence, the best evidence on tackling obesity
in both adults and children and for communities. There
has been strong input from a number of
non-government bodies that have a great deal to
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contribute in this area. It is important that programs of
this nature have the best evidence behind them. One of
the flaws in the Go for Your Life program was its
failure to be coordinated and based on the evidence that
was available.

Planning: green wedge logical inclusions
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
also for the Minister for Planning, and I refer to the
policy of logical inclusions. I ask: what role did
Mr Geoff Leigh and Mrs Peulich play in the
development of that policy?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Only
one former or current member of Parliament has ever
sought to influence me when it comes to logical
inclusions, and for the Parliament’s interest I would like
to outline how that occurred. I received a letter earlier
this year and it begins with the following:
I am writing in support of Waverley Golf Club and their
planned relocation from Bergins Road, Rowville, to a new
site in Lysterfield, within my electorate of Monbulk.
…
Waverley Golf Club are seeking to be included within the
urban growth boundary as part of the state government’s
assessment of ‘logical inclusions’.
Once that is achieved, Waverley Golf Club is proposing that
the current site be used for a mixture of residential
development (approximately 480 households) …
In my view this would be an appropriate ‘logical inclusion’.

The letter goes on to say:
I request you include the Bergins Road site as part of your
assessment of ‘logical inclusions’ as a matter of priority.

It was signed by James Merlino, the member for
Monbulk in the Assembly. The only person, as a
member of Parliament, to write to me to seek to directly
influence urban growth boundary matters is a member
of the shadow cabinet, and I wonder if he bothered to
tell that to Mr Lenders or Mr Tee.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — An MP writes to you as a
minister and you use it as a political sledgehammer in
Parliament. Remind me never to write to you.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Hulls did it with John
Vogels. Hulls set the agenda.
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Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I note again that
the minister did not answer the question in relation to
the development of the policy. I ask, in relation to the
implementation of the policy — and I note the minister
has indicated that he has spoken to Mr Geoff Leigh —
since becoming planning minister has the minister
spoken to Mr Leigh about the implementation of his
logical inclusions policy? I also note that Mr Leigh was
in Parliament yesterday prior to the meeting of cabinet.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Mr Tee’s question talks of Mr Leigh’s logical
inclusions policy. That is false, and therefore his
question is wrong.

Vocational education and training: enrolments
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Higher Education and Skills, who is
also the Minister responsible for the Teaching
Profession, the Honourable Peter Hall. Can the minister
provide to the house a report on the most recent
enrolments in Victoria’s vocational education and
training system?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Mr O’Brien for his question and
for his interest in this topic. I am sure the topic is also of
interest to members of the opposition, given that the
member seeks a report on the enrolment trends in
training programs in Victoria. The interest from those
in opposition will be due to the fact that the current
system of purchasing training in Victoria was
introduced by them when they were in government.
The previous government changed the system in
Victoria from a purchasing model to a demand-driven
training system. The full implementation of that
demand-driven system was completed by the current
government in January of this year, and we have been
watching with interest the outcome of that
implementation. I am sure both sides of the house
would share my delight in seeing an increase in activity
in that training system.
The second quarterly report of vocational education and
training (VET) enrolments in Victoria indicates, by
comparison with quarter 2, 2011, and quarter 2, 2010,
that enrolments in VET activities have increased overall
in this state by 15 per cent. Much of that increase has
been driven by government-funded activity, which has
shown a 24 per cent increase. That is something that I
am sure all of us will welcome.
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I also want to report the fact that the
government-funded enrolment increase has been
consistent across all Australian qualification framework
levels, particularly at the middle level around
certificate III and certificate IV levels, but there have
also been some significant increases in the foundation
skill levels of literacy and numeracy. Those increases
have been of the order of 59 per cent.
The vocational areas in which increases have also
occurred are areas of importance to Victoria — for
example, the retail trade sector, which is Victoria’s
largest employer, has shown an increase of 36 per cent.
In the health-care enrolment area those increases have
been 32 per cent. Mr Dalla-Riva would be interested to
know that enrolment in manufacturing training has
increased by 37 per cent, and in the construction area
the increase is 22 per cent. At all levels there have been
some significant increases in training activity in
Victoria, and that is to be welcomed.
In respect of a demand-driven model, I have always
said that it would require some refinements, that it was
not perfect, and there would be ongoing changes to
better reflect what is actually required by Victorians. A
couple of important policy implementations by the
current government increased the level of exemptions,
for example, to the criteria which the previous
government set in place. I am pleased to report that, in
terms of the exemptions that are available, for quarter 2,
2011, 1700 enrolments took advantage of the
exemptions to full payment for those courses. That,
again, is to be welcomed.
Moreover and finally, I want to mention the
reintroduction by our government of a concession
policy for diploma and advanced diploma students.
While we set a target of 5000 places, there are now
over 7500 young Victorians who have taken up the
opportunity of those concessional places that we
provided for advanced diploma and diploma courses.
That is welcome, as is the overall growth in training
activity in Victoria, and I am sure all of us in this
chamber share with me that joy in relation to the
increased activity in the vocational education and
training sector.

Planning: green wedge development
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Planning. Mr Geoff Underwood has
been engaged by the minister to provide advice on
planning. He is also a partner at Spade Consultants, in
which capacity he receives money from developers
who wish to influence planning outcomes. Has the
minister asked Mr Underwood to identify the
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developers paying Spade Consultants to influence the
planning decisions affecting land in Melbourne’s green
wedge? If he has not, why not?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I have
established a set of protocols in relation to probity for
all people on the ministerial advisory committee to
which Mr Underwood, like every other member on that
committee, will be required to adhere. No doubt
Mr Underwood, as an employee of Spade Consultants,
will adhere to the same level of probity as other
members on the committee adhere to, which I must say
is a degree higher than when the member’s former
government chose to engage Mr Underwood.
Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In terms of
those protocols and to ensure public openness, will
those protocols be made publicly available? Has
Mr Underwood, as part of that or otherwise, disclosed
that he has acted as a consultant for at least one
landowner who is seeking to take land out of the green
wedge?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
not sure which of the three questions Mr Tee has just
asked he wants me to answer, so I will take the first
one. The first question Mr Tee asked me was whether it
would be publicly available, and I say to the member
that I am happy to send him a copy.

Aviation industry: safety training
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I have delight
in directing a question without notice to the Minister
responsible for the Aviation Industry, Mr Rich-Phillips.
I ask the minister to inform the house of any recent
developments which highlight Victoria’s standing as
the preferred location for innovation, aviation and
safety training.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister
responsible for the Aviation Industry) — I thank
Mr Davis for his question and for his interest in this
important matter. As the house has heard me mention
on other occasions, the Victorian aviation industry is a
leader in aviation training. An important part of that
aviation training industry is aviation safety training.
Over a long period the aviation industry has recognised
the value of recurrent aviation emergency procedures
training. The ability to undertake emergency procedures
at quick recall as a consequence of recurrent training is
important in that industry, whether it is aircrew,
whether it is cabin crew or indeed whether it involves
people who are regular passengers on aircraft,
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particularly those in over-water and helicopter
operations.
For a long time that type of training was undertaken
using actual aircraft in actual operational environments,
which of course led to a high level of risk. In many
instances during the 1960s and 1970s there were more
accidents involving training than there were actual
accidents of the type the training was intended to
prevent. For the last 30 years the aviation industry has
embraced the opportunity provided by emergency
procedures training and by simulator training. In
Victoria we have a fantastic simulator centre adjacent to
Melbourne Airport, the Ansett flight simulator centre,
which provides high-level aviation training to a number
of airlines in the South-East Asian region.
I am pleased to advise the house that we now have a
new emergency training facility here in Melbourne, at
Altona. Last month I was delighted to open the new
$4 million Red Alert Australia sea survival and
helicopter underwater escape training facility, located at
Altona and well positioned between the Avalon,
Essendon and Melbourne airports, to provide
emergency escape procedure training for helicopter
operations. The advantage of this centre is that it will
allow aircrew, particularly those who are participating
in helicopter operations, to undertake safe training
operations for the types of accidents that we hope will
not happen in terms of low-level helicopter rollover in
over-water operations.
This is particularly important for the oil and gas
exploration industry, it is particularly important to the
helicopter rescue industry and it is particularly
important to emergency services operations in this state.
This is the only facility of this type on the eastern
seaboard. It is an important export opportunity for a
Victorian company that sees enormous growth in the
region for this type of training. It is an important
development for the aviation industry in Victoria, and it
highlights the potential of the aviation training sector in
Victoria.

Planning: Anglesea coalmine
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy. As
the minister knows, I have put in an FOI application to
his personal office which has been refused under
delegation in the following terms:
The brief titled ‘Alcoa Anglesea mine expansion’ dated
20 April 2011 conveys advice or recommendations made in
the course of the deliberative processes involved in the
functions of an agency.
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…
Disclosure of the brief prior to a final decision has the
potential to misrepresent the minister’s views — in an area of
sensitive public and commercial concern — and to
misrepresent future courses of action on the matter. It would
be contrary to the public interest to release the brief, and it is
exempt.

Would the minister undertake to release this briefing
document to me and to any other members of the
chamber who may have an interest in the matter?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is a
good question from Mr Barber. What I will undertake
to do is ascertain in the next 48 hours what the issue is
in relation to the refusal of the document, and I will
give him an answer as to whether it can or cannot be
released within that time.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — It
suggests at this stage that the minister has not noted the
brief but that the disclosure of the brief might
misrepresent his views. I find that logic to be hard to
follow. I ask the minister whether it is possible that his
government is contemplating extending and expanding
the Alcoa coalmine for another 50 years and that no
document or any public process will be entered into
until the final decision has been made, at which point it
will be too late for any member of the public to take an
interest.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will let the minister
answer, but I have to say that I find it hard to
understand how that is a supplementary question. That
was quite a jump or a leap of faith from what the
original question was. The minister might have regard
to my comments in his response.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
President, with regard to your comments I will address
the first part of Mr Barber’s supplementary question.
As he stated, I have not noted the brief, and therefore I
am not aware of the contents of the FOI and what it was
seeking. Therefore, if he gives me that 48 hours, I will
find out and give him a proper answer.

Planning: outer south-eastern suburbs
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is directed to the Minister for Planning,
and I ask: can the minister inform the house of how the
Baillieu government is acting on land supply in
Melbourne’s growing outer south-eastern suburbs?
Mr Tee — Who is paying?

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 16 August 2011

COUNCIL

Mrs PEULICH — We will see who is paying.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
my good friend and colleague Mrs Peulich for a
fantastic question in relation to solving Melbourne’s
affordability crisis. What is important to note, since the
Baillieu government was elected some nine months
ago, is where Melbourne now sits in relation to land
supply and the impact that may have on affordability
issues, as Mrs Peulich asked. In the June quarter
Melbourne had 2200 active lots in growth area markets,
and this contrasts with 1400 lots in the previous quarter,
1000 lots in the December quarter and under 1000 lots
in the quarters prior to that under the previous regime.
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Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, the
minister was asked a question relating to government
administration. Now he is debating using a document
referring to what may or may not be a non-government
party spokesman’s view. My point of order is that he
should reply only in relation to government
administration and not stray into debate.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of order,
President, the minister was responding to an interjection
from a member that was apposite. The interjection was
very clearly responded to in a relevant way, so the
minister followed — —
Honourable members interjecting.

This is the highest level of land supply in 16 quarters
bar 1, and it shows that the Baillieu government’s
policy of getting on with the job of releasing land is
very important and is working. On a year-to-year basis,
there are now, in the June quarter, 2250 lots available in
the Melbourne growth areas market. This contrasts to
just 709 lots available in June 2010. If members
wondered why there was a land supply and
affordability crisis in Melbourne, it was because
nothing was being released.
It is with pleasure, Madam President — I mean
Mr President — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I corrected myself. It is
Mr President, who is wearing a lovely suit, a tie and
indeed a singlet underneath his shirt!
It is with pleasure that I announce the approval of the
Cranbourne North precinct structure plan, which
applies to Mrs Peulich’s electorate and will mean that
there will be 5600 people on 190 hectares of land
within the urban growth boundary. It will bring forward
a new town centre, a primary school, a kindergarten, a
sports oval, wetlands and local parklands and trails for
this growing new suburb. It is about this government
getting on with the job of land release. I contrast it to
some — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — That is a very good point,
Mrs Peulich. She asked, ‘Why did the previous
government not do that?’. I noticed an article from an
urban affairs magazine in which the current shadow
Minister for Planning, when asked about urban growth
boundary issues, said, ‘We have not got a policy
framework on that’, so I am not surprised — —

The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank Mr Leane.
Members should have no doubt that it is ‘Mr’ not
‘Ma’am’! I understand the point of order in the context
of the debate, but I think the minister was essentially
providing an answer that was related to the question. I
will not stop minsters from making remarks about
something else as part of their answer, but I become
concerned when it becomes the theme of the answer. At
this point I do not believe it did. I am sure the minister
is aware of my attitude to that.
Hon. M. J. GUY — As I was stating, the
government has now released land at Greenvale,
Truganina and Cranbourne. We are working towards
our target of 50 000 lots by the end of March next year
to ensure that Melbourne has an adequate supply and
can remain an affordable destination for people who
want to build or come to this city.
It is worth noting that the number of land projects in
active growth areas has risen from 87 in March 2010 to
108 in March 2011. That is further evidence that the
Baillieu government’s policies to tackle housing
affordability are working, and they are working in the
right areas to ensure that Melbourne remains an
affordable city. This government puts in place
long-term policies to tackle housing affordability.
Mr Viney — On a point of order, President, in
response to a question from Mr Tee I believe Mr Guy
referred to correspondence he received from the
member for Monbulk in the Assembly. I raise two
matters in relation to that: firstly, his reference
impugned improper motive, and that should only be
done by moving a substantive motion; and secondly, I
draw your attention to paragraph 3 on page 265 of the
latest edition, edition 24, of Erskine May, published in
2011, in relation to improper influence:
Conduct not amounting to a direct attempt improperly to
influence members in the discharge of their duties but having
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a tendency to impair their independence in the future
performance of their duty may be treated as a contempt.

I put it to you that what you need to consider is whether
a minister using a letter from a member of Parliament
writing to a minister and representing either a
constituent or an organisation in their electorate is an
intimidatory practice that would prevent members from
doing so because of the fear of such correspondence
being used in a political context, such as the way in
which Mr Guy answered that question.
I ask that you give consideration to this matter because
I think it sets a very dangerous precedent that could
potentially prevent members of Parliament from
conducting their functions as members representing
their constituencies. As we all know, often we do so on
the basis that a constituent has asked us to do so, and it
does not necessarily reflect our personal views.
Hon. M. J. Guy — On the point of order, President,
I note Mr Viney’s rationale for his point of order and
his claims that my answer may have impugned a
member. I submit to you that the nature in which my
answer was framed was no different to the nature in
which Mr Tee’s question was framed around
Mrs Peulich.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Firstly, I indicate that I
will take the second part of Mr Viney’s point of order
on notice. I will have a look at it to ensure that I can
provide members of the house with some effective and
long-term guidance on this matter. I indicate, however,
that there have been many incidents over my near
20 years in this house of ministers referring to
correspondence they have received from other
members. I can recall a number of occasions on which I
think particularly Mr Theophanous, a former member
for Northern Metropolitan Region, used
correspondence sent to him by other members in his
capacity to make points in the course of parliamentary
proceedings.
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because it was not quoted in full; passages only were
quoted and therefore from my point of view I might
well have concerns. This is to the strength of
Mr Viney’s representations today, by way of a point of
order, that in fact on occasions a communication might
be quoted out of context and therefore convey a very
different opinion to what the writer of that
communication had conveyed. That would be a matter
of concern to the house, and I will take that on board.
Can I say that in listening to Mr Guy’s answers to the
questions today, from my objective position I would
very strongly say that under no circumstances would I
regard Mr Guy’s comments as implying improper
motive to the member for Monbulk in the Assembly,
Mr Merlino. Mr Guy was at pains to say that the only
representation he had had with regard to the green
wedge review was from a member of the Labor Party in
respect of a golf course, as I understand it, and
presumably the committee and members of that course,
but he did not, in my view, seek to colour that position
beyond that. Therefore he was not, in my view,
implying any improper motive to the shadow minister,
and I think that would be the conclusion that would be
drawn by the house. That part is dispatched.
In relation to the second and more substantive part of
the point of order, I have already made some remarks,
but I will nonetheless give that further consideration,
and I thank Mr Viney for raising that.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers

I must say that whenever I write a letter I am conscious
of the fact that letter might end up on the front page of
the Herald Sun or the Age on any occasion and that
those representations that I make are not necessarily
subject to total privilege. In the context of letters that I
would write on behalf of somebody else, if they did not
accord with my view substantially, then that would
certainly be part of what I wrote — that is, that I was
making representations on behalf of other people, and I
would be making it clear that they were not my views.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 130,
136–8, 141, 146, 165, 216, 219, 221, 232, 236–40, 248,
603, 604, 612–4, 616, 621, 626, 631, 639, 640, 647,
649, 650, 651, 653, 655, 657–9, 662, 663, 665, 667,
669, 678, 679, 681, 686, 691, 694–702, 706–9, 712,
713, 715, 719–27, 730, 732, 738–40, 742, 744, 745,
750, 753, 759, 767–88, 790, 792, 805, 806, 812–7,
820–6, 834–7, 842–4, 847, 854, 877, 878, 880, 881,
883, 885, 886, 888–90, 893, 895, 897, 900, 901,
904–15, 923–5, 928–41, 943, 945–50, 954, 956,
958–62, 966, 967, 971, 974–6, 979, 982–5, 987, 990–2,
994, 995, 997, 1005–7, 1009–11, 1014–16, 1024, 1025,
1047, 1048, 1050–79, 1140–63, 1165–7, 2262, 2269,
2270, 2275, 2277, 2280–5, 2288–91, 2298, 2304–7 and
2309.

In that context, I as Chair obviously must have some
concern as to whether or not Mr Guy’s use of that letter
was accurate, in terms of the way it was quoted,

Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Whilst I appreciate the answers that Mr Davis has just
referred to, I ask for the umpteenth time about
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questions 108 and 114, which were provided on
1 March and about which I have asked questions on a
number of occasions. I ask whether or not the Leader of
the Government would be prepared to provide me with
an undertaking that he will investigate and perhaps let
me know tomorrow when I can expect the answers
to 108 and 114?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
happy to follow up those numbers. As the member has
alluded to, quite a number of answers were tabled
today, and I know that more are on their way. I have
assiduously followed up many of these answers, and I
will further follow them up for the member.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Children: Take a Break program

2407

dramatically reduced the services at Laburnum station with
fewer services to the city from 7.30–9.00 a.m. as more trains
run express through the station. This is causing inconvenience
to commuters.
The petitioners therefore request the reintroduction of express
services that stop at Laburnum station.

By Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(263 signatures).
Laid on table.

LARGE-SCALE INTEGRATED DRYING
GASIFICATION AND COMBINED CYCLE
DEMONSTRATION PROJECT
The PRESIDENT — Order! I understand
Mr Barber is seeking leave to present the agreement on
the Victorian government funding for the large-scale
integrated drying gasification and combined cycle
demonstration project. Is leave granted?

To the Legislative Council of Victoria:

Leave refused.
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria, draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that funding for the
Take a Break occasional child-care program, which is
provided at more than 220 neighbourhood houses and
community centres across Victoria will cease after
31 December 2011.
The Take a Break occasional child-care program allows
parents and guardians to participate in activities including
employment, study, recreational classes and voluntary
community activities while their children socialise and
interact with other children in an early learning environment.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 8
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) presented
Alert Digest No. 8 of 2011, including appendices.
Laid on table.

Full funding for the program was provided by the previous
state Labor government, but will not be continued by the
Baillieu government beyond December 2011.
The cut to funding will mean that families across Victoria will
be unable to access affordable, community-based occasional
child care to undertake tasks that benefit the family and allow
them to take a break.
The petitioners therefore request that the Baillieu government
reinstate funding for the Take a Break occasional child-care
program.

By Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(140 signatures) and Ms MIKAKOS (Northern
Metropolitan) (1125 signatures).
Laid on table.

Rail: Laburnum service
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
the attention of the Legislative Council to implications of the
new train timetable on the Belgrave and Lilydale line that has

Ordered to be printed.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Acting Clerk — I have received letters dated
11 August from the Minister for Energy and Resources
headed ‘Order for documents — smart meters’ and
‘Order for documents — submissions to the federal
government’s carbon capture and storage flagships
program’.
Letters at pages 2437–2438.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan).

BUSHFIRES ROYAL COMMISSION IMPLEMENTATION MONITOR
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BUSHFIRES ROYAL COMMISSION
IMPLEMENTATION MONITOR
Progress report July 2011
The Acting Clerk, pursuant to section 21 of
Bushfires Royal Commission Implementation
Monitor Act 2011, presented report.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Acting Clerk:
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Knox Planning Scheme — Amendments C84 and C104.
Latrobe Planning Scheme — Amendment C39 Part 1.
Macedon Planning Scheme — Amendments C72 and
C78.
Manningham Planning Scheme — Amendment C93.
Maribyrnong Planning Scheme — Amendments C85,
C94 and C99.
Maroondah Planning Scheme — Amendments C69 and
C79.
Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendments C143,
C156, C165 and C182.

Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 —
Minister’s Order of 1 August 2011 giving approval to
the granting of a licence at Lorne Foreshore Reserve.

Melton Planning Scheme — Amendments C80, C103
and C106.
Mitchell Planning Scheme — Amendment C71.

Minister’s Order of 1 August 2011 giving approval to
the granting of a licence at Winchelsea Public Park.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notices pursuant to
section 32(3) in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 20 to 23, 37,
56 and 73.
Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986 — Minister’s
certificates of 1 July 2011 and 5 August 2011 pursuant to
section 7(4) of the Act.
Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust — Report for the year
ended 31 March 2011.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Banyule Planning Scheme — Amendment C70 Part 2.
Bayside Planning Scheme — Amendment C105.
Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendment C69.

Monash Planning Scheme — Amendments C81 and
C85.
Moreland Planning Scheme — Amendments C112
Part 1, C120 and C124.
Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme —
Amendment C119.
Mount Alexander Planning Scheme —
Amendment C50.
Pyrenees Planning Scheme — Amendment C25 Part 2.
Stonnington Planning Scheme — Amendments C89,
C150 and C160.
Surf Coast Planning Scheme — Amendment C70.
Swan Hill Planning Scheme — Amendment C38.

Cardinia Planning Scheme — Amendment C152.

Wellington Planning Scheme — Amendments C50
Part 2 and C66.

Colac Otway Planning Scheme — Amendment C61.

West Wimmera Planning Scheme — Amendment C22.

East Gippsland Planning Scheme — Amendment C92.

Whitehorse Planning Scheme — Amendments C139
and C141.

Frankston Planning Scheme — Amendment C60.
Glen Eira Planning Scheme — Amendment C60.
Golden Plains Planning Scheme — Amendment C45.
Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme —
Amendments C144 and C165.
Greater Dandenong Planning Scheme —
Amendment C145.
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendments C196, C198, C202 and C256.
Hobson’s Bay Planning Scheme — Amendment C73.

Whittlesea Planning Scheme — Amendments C77,
C128, C143 and C152.
Wyndham Planning Scheme — Amendments C115,
C123, C149 and C152.
Yarra Planning Scheme — Amendments C102, C110
and C145.
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendments C76,
C89 Part 2 and C114.
Yarriambiack Planning Scheme — Amendment C16.
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 — Code of
Practice for training dogs and cats to wear electronic collars.

Hume Planning Scheme — Amendment C155.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Kingston Planning Scheme — Amendment C105.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Tuesday, 16 August 2011
Agricultural Industry Development Act 1990 — No. 38.
Building Act 1993 — Nos. 48, 49 and 73.
Control of Weapons Act 1990 — No. 50.
Country Fire Authority Act 1958 — No. 60.
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — No. 41.
Environment Protection Act 1970 — No. 45.
Fair Trading Act 1999 — No. 80.
Forests Act 1958 — No. 42.
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Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:
Fisheries Amendment Act 2011 — 1 August 2011
(Gazette No. S237, 19 July 2011).
Justice Legislation Amendment Act 2011 — 1 August
2011 (Gazette No. S245, 26 July 2011).
Transport Legislation Amendment (Taxi Services
Reform and Other Matters) Act 2011 — Part 1 and
sections 3, 4, 7, 9, 15(1), 52 to 58 and 102 — 19 July
2011; remaining provisions of Part 2 — 1 August 2011
(Gazette No. S236, 19 July 2011).

Funerals Act 2006 — No. 71.
Infringements Act 2006 — Nos. 39 and 67.
Juries Act 2000 — Nos. 68 and 69.
Land Act 1958 — No. 40.
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 — No. 70.
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — Nos. 54, 55, 58 and 59.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 17 August 2011:

Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act 1958 — No. 61.
National Parks Act 1975 — No. 43.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — No. 63.
Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 — Nos. 57 and
72.
Regional Growth Fund Act 2011 — No. 65.
Road Safety Act 1986 — Nos. 51, 62 and 66.
Subdivision Act 1988 — No. 64.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — No. 52.

(1) notice of motion given this day by Mr Lenders relating
to job security and employment programs;
(2) notice of motion given this day by Mr Barber to table an
edited copy of an agreement for Victorian government
funding for the large-scale integrated drying gasification
and combined cycle demonstration project;
(3) notice of motion given this day by Ms Pennicuik for the
production of documents relating to the Department of
Justice and the Herald Sun newspaper arrangement to
conduct the online sentencing survey;
(4) notice of motion given this day by Mr Tee relating to the
protection of Melbourne’s green wedges; and

Supreme Court Act 1986 — Nos. 53, 77 and 78.
Tobacco Act 1987 — No. 47.
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 —
Nos. 74, 75 and 76.

(5) notice of motion 133, standing in the name of
Ms Hartland, relating to the regulation of child beauty
pageants.

Motion agreed to.

Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007 — No. 56.
Water Act 1989 — No. 79.
Wildlife Act 1975 — No. 44.
Zoological Parks and Gardens Act 1995 — No. 46.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
Nos. 38 to 68, 71 to 76 and 80.
Documents under section 16B in respect of an
exemption from section 65A(1) of the Road Safety Act
1986 for persons participating in a Victorian heat of the
Australian National Circle Work Championships at the
Tatura Racecourse.
Guidelines pursuant to section 26 of the Act.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Roads: truck action plan
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Over recent weeks we have read much about how this
government, through its failure to provide any projects
to Infrastructure Australia for consideration, is doing all
it can to help New South Wales Premier Barry
O’Farrell make New South Wales no. 1 again. We see
more evidence of not just the government’s dithering
on infrastructure but also its dithering on its promise to
be open and transparent in a letter from VicRoads to
Eugene Duffy, editor of Fairfax Community
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Newspapers, dated 12 July. It is bad enough that in that
letter the government once again uses questionable
public interest excuses for refusing to release its cost
estimates for the truck action plan (TAP); however, the
really objectionable part of the letter reads:
… the TAP as announced by the previous government has not
been adopted by the current government until it completes a
review …

The Baillieu government has been in power for nine
months. It does not need to have finished the truck
action plan or to have even started it, but for goodness
sake it needs to have made a decision about whether it
will proceed with the plan so that industry and the
people of Yarraville and Spotswood can get on with
business and have some appreciation of what this
government’s intentions are. It should release the
documents to Fairfax Community Newspapers and tell
the community whether it will proceed with the truck
action plan.

SPC Ardmona: future
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) —
Last Tuesday the Goulburn Valley was rocked by the
news of job losses at SPC Ardmona. The company has
been central to the lives and livelihoods of many people
in my home town of Shepparton and in the Mooroopna
and Kyabram communities. This news has been a huge
blow to the workers, their families and our community.
The cannery at Mooroopna, which is affected by the
company’s restructure, opened in the 1920s. It has
served the community, and in turn the community has
served it, for generations.
The Baillieu government moved quickly on hearing the
news. The focus must now be on the workers and their
families. Affected workers will be given the chance to
retrain and build on their current skills through the
Victorian training guarantee. The state government and
SPC Ardmona are working to find ways for the
company to bolster its future growth plans.
We also need the federal government to play its role in
assisting workers. The people of Shepparton are
resilient and tough, and I am confident that we will all
work together to get through these difficult times. Food
processors in the Goulburn Valley are under enormous
pressure due to food labelling laws, federal government
policies such as the re-regulation of awards through
so-called award modernisation and the threat of
increased costs due to the carbon tax. The strong
Australian dollar is also detrimental to exports. It is
time the Gillard federal government realised that its
policies are closing down businesses and costing
Victorian workers their jobs.
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Ramadan: Iftar dinners
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Over
the past two weeks I have had the pleasure of attending
a number of Iftar dinners, meals taken at sunset during
the Muslim holy month of Ramadan. These events have
been held by a range of organisations, including Youth
Victoria. This Muslim youth organisation held its
dinner at the Wyndham Cultural Centre and invited a
number of local people. The group also used the night
to promote CARE with Me, a Muslim foster care
group, and raised money for famine relief in Africa.
The event was supported by a number of organisations,
including Wyndham City Council. I also attended a
family home dinner organised by the Australian
Intercultural Society, and many of us will also be
attending a function tonight organised by the society.
Next week I will be attending an Iftar dinner at the
Vietnamese Quang Minh Buddhist Temple in
Braybrook. This event is hosted by the Buddhist
Council of Victoria in collaboration with the Australian
Intercultural Society, and I am sure it will be a great
night. I have had the pleasure of visiting this temple a
number of times and know about the valuable work
these organisations do with a range of groups.
Participating in these events has been a great joy for
me; I have been able to hear about the amazing work
being done by a range of community organisations
while also catching up with old friends and making new
friends.

John Stanford and Helen Proud
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — It is with great
sadness that I stand to speak on the recent passing of
two great Labor people in western Victoria, John
Stanford and Helen Proud. Jack, as he was known,
Stanford returned from World War II determined to
play his part in creating a more equitable society. For
just 3 shillings Jack joined the Portland branch of the
Australian Labor Party in 1947 and remained an active
member until his passing. Never one to sit back and be
a spectator, Jack ran as the Labor candidate for the seat
of Wannon in the 1958 and 1961 federal elections. He
won 36 per cent of the vote in 1958 and 35 per cent of
the vote in 1961, running against Malcolm Fraser in a
traditionally conservative federal electorate.
Jack’s involvement in the Portland community was
almost endless. He was commissioner of the Portland
Harbour Trust Commission for nine years, president of
the Rotary Club of Portland, commodore of the
Portland Yacht Club and a life member of Rostrum
Victoria, to name just a few roles. Jack was a great
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friend, a good sounding board, a thorough gentleman
and a champion for Portland. He will be sadly missed.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Time!

Like Jack Stanford, Helen Proud was an absolute
champion for equality in the community, and a
champion for worker’s rights. Helen was a dedicated
trade unionist, executive member and past president of
the Geelong Trades Hall Council, a life member of the
Health Services Union and a member of the Geelong
West branch of the Australian Labor Party. Many
Geelong workers in the 1990s and early 2000s will
remember that Helen delivered forthright views on all
things but also delivered nourishing and comforting
food to workers standing on picket lines. My deepest
sympathies to the families of Jack and Helen.

Mount Hira College: building program

Sustainability and environment: initiatives
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — In my
role as Parliamentary Secretary for Sustainability and
Environment, I had the pleasure of launching on
21 July the Green Walks in the Park program. The
program encourages everyone to take a walk in the park
to improve their health and wellbeing. The fun and free
Green Walks in the Park program is designed to get
more people walking with families and friends in parks
across Victoria with the support of an experienced
guide. The program runs from September 2011 to
March 2012, and details are available from Parks
Victoria.
In the same vein of healthy outcomes are the
sustainable sporting ground grants which are now
available. I congratulate the Minister for Sport and
Recreation, Hugh Delahunty, for $2 million worth of
funding to encourage sports clubs looking to
weatherproof their facilities.
There has also been an excellent recycling initiative
undertaken by RMIT University. Last Monday,
8 August, the university introduced an innovative new
initiative of an away-from-home recycling scheme,
which I had the pleasure of launching. This initiative
ensures that all RMIT campuses are provided with
additional recycling bins and was made possible
through the hard work of the Packaging Stewardship
Forum and the RMIT community. The
away-from-home recycling scheme is a worthwhile
environmental initiative. RMIT students and the public
also had the opportunity to celebrate recycling through
creating statement artwork pieces from recycled goods.
All round the day was a great success — although I did
have to rapidly exit the stage with another two female
speakers when it was announced that there would be a
performance by cancan dancers.

Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
had the pleasure of attending the opening of the
multipurpose hall and gymnasium at Mount Hira
College on 27 July with my federal colleagues Mark
Dreyfus and Alan Griffin. This facility was funded by
an $850 000 grant from the federal government as part
of the government’s Building the Education Revolution
program. The school was also a recipient of $125 000
from the National School Pride program, which funded
the upgrade of the college sportsgrounds. Mount Hira
College reflects the cultural diversity in South Eastern
Metropolitan Region, where students of Turkish,
Afghani, Iranian, Bosnian, Albanian, Egyptian and
Lebanese heritage, and many more, share cultural,
religious and social beliefs that respect the diversity of
their communities.
The opening of the new building is the culmination of
20 years of investment and vision by the local Turkish
and Islamic communities, who purchased land to secure
a social space for Muslims who had settled in the local
community. The school opened its doors 11 years ago
with an office, three classrooms and around
20 students. Today it boasts over 280 students and staff
and is ranked consistently in the top 100 independent
Victorian certification of education schools. I commend
the federal government for its contribution to
Mount Hira and for taking steps to invest in
unprecedented terms in the education of our children.
I would like to congratulate the chairman of the school
board, Mr Ekrem Ozyurek; the principal, Pat Gay; the
teachers; staff, like Nadir Yildiz and Enver Yenilmez,
who are always working and planning for future
growth; and of course the students. All of these people,
and many more, have continuously demonstrated their
commitment and dedication to Mount Hira College. I
look forward to attending the opening of the next stage
of their school’s development and wish them all the
best for the future.

Respite care: city of Whittlesea
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I had the
occasion last week to be invited by my colleague and
friend Mr Ondarchie out to the City of Whittlesea. I had
a very productive day with the councillors and
department officials, but most importantly, I had a long
meeting with a group of committed people called the
Respite Alliance Whittlesea, or RAW.
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Headed up by Trevor Carroll this is a very important
group that has done some significant work for people
with a disability in the Whittlesea area. It appreciates
enormously the work and advocacy that has been done
on its behalf by Mr Ondarchie. It was very pleasing to
be there and to see this happening. It was also pleasing
to be able to announce, on behalf of the Minister for
Community Services, that the Baillieu government will
establish a six-bedroom respite centre within the city of
Whittlesea. One of these rooms will be specifically for
emergencies. It was very much welcomed by the group
I spoke with during the day.
It was a week in which we saw the discussion across
our national television stations, on the radio and in our
newspapers about the release of the Productivity
Commission’s national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS) and the federal government’s response to it. It
was also pleasing to see that the Premier and the
Minister for Community Services are supportive of an
NDIS. Therefore, it was with an enormous amount of
heartbreak and outrage that I read in yesterday’s
Whittlesea newspaper that one man, who will have the
respite centre next to his property, said:
…I don’t want my kids to be brought up seeing disabled
people every day.

He also said that it would take away from the value of
his property. I was outraged, as I know people in this
chamber will be and as I know people in the city of
Whittlesea, Respite Alliance Whittlesea and
Mr Ondarchie will be. The mayor, Rex Griffin, whom I
commend, will be horrified. My whole day was
encapsulated by something the mayor said to me about
his son, Matthew. I will not go into the details now, but
it was a poignant, telling and personal story.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Salvation Army: headquarters renovation
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — It was a
great pleasure to represent the Leader of the Opposition
in the Legislative Assembly and the Victorian
Parliament on Sunday at the official opening of the
Salvation Army’s renovation of its historic building at
69 Bourke Street. Since 1894 the Salvos have done
amazing work from this building to change people’s
lives, especially people who have been marginalised by
society. I want to congratulate Salvation Army
commissioners Raymond and Aylene Finger, corps
officers and Melbourne Project 614 coordinators
Brendan and Sandra Nottle, divisional commander
Graeme Rigley and everyone else involved not only in
updating this famous Melbourne icon but in increasing
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its capacity to assist those who are most needy. Thank
God for the Salvos!

MVC Boxing Club
Mr LEANE — On another matter, I wish to
congratulate Steve Marks and everyone involved in the
official opening of the MVC Boxing Club in Ringwood
along with a new facility for the Ringwood City Soccer
Club. I want to congratulate everyone including the
mayor of Maroondah, Tony Dib, and all members of
the Maroondah council. It was a buzz to rub shoulders
with boxers like John Famechon, Jeff Fenech, Lester
Ellis and Dave Russell, to name just a few boxing
greats who turned up to the opening of this gym, named
after the great trainer Michael Victor Canavan.

Housing: Blessington Street, St Kilda
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — Last
Thursday I was pleased to have been able to represent
the Minister for Housing, Wendy Lovell, at the opening
of 71 Blessington Street, St Kilda, which is an
outstanding example of community housing that is a
joint initiative of the Victorian and commonwealth
governments and the Port Phillip Housing Association.
I would particularly like to congratulate Karen Barnett
and the Port Phillip Housing Association on this project
and on the many others around Melbourne that they are
involved with, including the Ashwood Chadstone
gateway project. The Port Phillip Housing Association
has been providing services for more than 20 years to
people who are experiencing housing stress and are at
risk of homelessness, and it gives support to those who
are often the most vulnerable within our communities.
During my tour of the facility I met with a number of
tenants who were very generous in allowing me to visit
their new homes. They came from a variety of
backgrounds and were all extremely happy to have the
security of stable housing. Some were using their new
homes as an environment from which they could also
work. Stable housing affords people security and
opportunity, which is important when seeking
employment or a safe environment in which to live.
One tenant told me she was going to use this
opportunity to establish her own graphic design
business and improve on her circumstances. It is an
objective I feel confident she will be able to achieve.
I congratulate the Baillieu government on its policy
initiative to increase land availability. In turn, that will
have the flow-on effect of easing the pressure on both
private rental markets and public housing and give
more people more opportunity and greater housing
security.
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City of Hume: citizenship ceremony
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Tuesday 5 July I attended Hume council’s citizenship
ceremony at the Broadmeadows town hall. As usual it
was a well-organised special occasion for our new
Australian citizens. I congratulate and welcome the new
citizens, and I thank the mayor and council officers for
their efforts in making this an enjoyable and memorable
event for everyone.

Somalia: national day celebration
Mr ELASMAR — On Saturday 23 July I was
invited to attend and address the Somali national day
celebration. The event was held at Rydges Hotel in Bell
Street, Preston. Dr Hussein Haraco, the current
president of the Somali Australian Council of Victoria,
was a very welcoming host. The event was also used as
a fundraiser for the drought relief fund to assist those
people of Somalia who are suffering under the cruellest
famine in 60 years.

Northcote Junior Football Club:
50th anniversary
Mr ELASMAR — On 29 July I attended the
Northcote Junior Football Club’s 50th year dinner
dance. This gala occasion was organised by the
president, Mr Mark Davis, and the members of his
executive committee. As a strong supporter of junior
sporting associations I congratulate the organisers on a
very well-attended and pleasant evening.

Employment: Ballarat
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I want to
bring to the attention of the house the outstanding work
being done by the Baillieu government to create jobs in
Ballarat. Indeed, much work is needed following
11 years of Labor inaction and malaise by Labor’s
sitting members in Ballarat. On their watch more than
1000 workers lost their jobs in Ballarat over the last
three years, and worse, a Brumby government-funded
report last year stated that another 550 jobs were at risk.
Highly unionised workplaces and approaches have
contributed to the problem. To this end I want to outline
briefly the work already under way to stop the losses
and create jobs in Ballarat.
In the state budget $88 million was announced for local
Ballarat projects. On top of this, Ballarat will benefit
from the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund which was
launched in Ballarat last month. Last week the Baillieu
government announced $16.5 million to build a V/Line
maintenance facility in Ballarat and create 30 jobs.
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Another 100 rail jobs have been kept at Alstom
Australia in Ballarat, with the government ordering
seven new X’trapolis trains for the Melbourne
metropolitan rail network. The Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade has hosted a round
table in Ballarat which clearly indicated the
government’s commitment to Ballarat’s manufacturing
sector and its future directions. Work has begun on the
$38 million western link road, a project that is
estimated to create 9200 jobs for Ballarat. The Baillieu
government should be proud of its efforts to date, and it
remains extremely committed to creating more jobs in
Ballarat.

Mike Morris
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is with deep sadness that I rise to speak on the passing
of Mike Morris, a Fairfax journalist, on Monday,
25 July. Mike was an old-school journalist, who
enjoyed a drink at the local RSL, a smoke and a punt on
the horses, and the Carlton Football Club. He was an
environmentalist but loathed the Greens party, and an
individualist, equally loathing the union collective
forces behind the ALP. Many of the sources for his
stories were from the grassroots in the community and
walking the beat. He was not restricted to working
behind the desk. Occasionally Mike would drop into
my office to say a friendly hello and try to obtain a
quote at the same time.
Mike began at the left-wing newspaper Nation Review
and moved to New South Wales in the 1980s to
become the editor of the Picton Post and the Liverpool
Champion. On his return to Melbourne he joined the
Dandenong Examiner in 1992 and then took on the
Chelsea Independent and the Frankston Independent,
which became the Frankston Weekly. His stories were
often stories of the battler in the community or
exposing unfairness and injustice. However, Mike will
probably be best remembered in the community for his
articles that did not include his by-line — these being
under the pseudonyms of The Thirteenth Councillor,
The Snout and The Ferret, which brought a lighter side
to local political figures in local, state and federal
government, and from time to time I featured in those
columns.
His colleagues at the Weekly’s Mornington office were
shocked when he collapsed at work, but it was
generally felt to be a fitting end for a man who could
not imagine life without writing. The south-east lost a
local champion in Mike Morris, and our condolences
are extended to his brother, Peter, his sister-in-law
Anna, his sister Marita and the Morris family. I was
most saddened to attend his funeral with a number of
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other local members of Parliament, councillors and
members of the community.

Stuart Cuming
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I congratulate
Stuart Cuming of Glenthompson on being awarded the
prestigious Wool and Rural Monarch title at the
Hamilton Wool Festival, a precursor to this year’s
Sheepvention. Stuart has more than 50 years experience
working in the local wool industry, and this award
recognises his outstanding innovation and his
contribution and dedication to the industry. The award
also acknowledges his commitment to Landcare and to
the wider Western District community.
Stuart has long been an outstanding sheep breeder. As
principal of the successful Fernleigh Stud, located south
of Glenthompson, his skills in developing and breeding
a unique type of wool sheep that is well suited to the
higher rainfall areas of western Victoria have earnt him
many accolades for the excellent yield, weight and
quality of the wool.
Like many farmers and graziers across Victoria, Stuart
has overcome the challenges of bushfires, droughts and
floods. In addition he maintained his enthusiasm and
passion for growing extremely valuable wool while
recovering from heart surgery, a time when many
would consider throwing in the towel — but not Stuart.
Instead, he has seen this as a further challenge, and
through his persistence he has now been recognised and
crowned as the 26th Wool and Rural Monarch, a title
that is highly prized in the Victorian wool industry and
one that is well deserved by Stuart.
I wish Stuart well in this ambassadorial role and
congratulate him again on the recognition he has
received from his peers. It has been a long but
successful journey.

CONSUMER ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 30 June; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — It
gives me pleasure to rise to make a contribution to the
debate on the Consumer Acts Amendment Bill 2011.
The opposition will not be opposing the bill but will be
proposing an amendment in committee. I will go to the
substance of the amendment during my contribution to
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the second-reading debate so that members of the house
can address that amendment during their contributions.
It is not my intention to go into detail on the technical
matters in the bill, given that they were addressed by
the minister in his second-reading speech. It is also not
my intention to spend a great deal of time restating the
opposition’s position on the bill, given that that was put
fulsomely and eloquently by the member for Mill Park
in the other place. I hope that is a practice I am able to
continue in my approach to debate in this chamber.
Rather than simply repeating in great detail remarks
that have been made in the other place, I will try to
provide another perspective on legislation and to
express that perspective succinctly.
I want to spend a little time recapping some of the
achievements of the former Labor government in the
consumer protection space, because this bill builds on
what I would suggest is an impressive record of
consumer protection over the past decade. An important
practice for all of us as representatives of our
community is ensuring that those community members
are properly protected in their engagement with
business in whatever form that might take, and
consumer protection legislation is an important part of
that.
The former Labor government led the way in policy
development for uniform national consumer law. We
made it a priority to strengthen the Fair Trading Act
1999 in regard to the regulation of telemarketing; we
introduced mandatory conciliation and model contracts
for the building industry; we spent a lot of time
modernising legislation; we significantly reduced red
tape for business in this state; and we used IT to make it
easier to register a business and to do business in
Victoria.
As I have noticed the current minister doing with some
relish, we identified and destroyed a whole range of
unsafe children’s toys. We also used the authority of
government to crack down on dodgy rooming house
operators and to prosecute dodgy car dealers, and we
increased funding for financial counselling. That work,
by its nature, cannot stop because as quickly as the
government can provide remedies for consumers there
will always be some — a very small minority of
course — unscrupulous people who will try to take
advantage of unsuspecting consumers. The government
needs to be constantly vigilant about practices that
might disadvantage consumers, and as necessary it
needs to update both the statute book and the
approaches taken by government agencies to protect
consumers.
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This bill, as outlined in the second-reading speech, is an
omnibus consumer affairs bill. It seeks to amend a
range of acts, including the Estate Agents Act 1980, the
Owners Corporations Act 2006, the Fair Trading Act
1999, the Conveyancers Act 2006 and the Consumer
Affairs Legislation Amendment (Reform) Act 2010,
and it repeals the Companies (Administration) Act
1981. It also makes some minor or consequential
amendments to a range of other acts.
On the opposition’s decision to not oppose the bill, the
one area where we have concern and we will seek
comfort from government contributions but where we
will also, as I have indicated, seek to make an
amendment, is in regard to the Estate Agents Act 1980
and protections for vendors where real estate agents
want to buy their properties.
As has been indicated by the member for Mill Park in
the other place, the bill proposes a new regime for
estate agents purchasing real estate or businesses that
they have been commissioned to sell. A real estate
agent must not purchase a property or business unless
they have met the requirements that exist for them to be
exempt from that general requirement. The effect of the
change proposed in this piece of legislation is that the
onus will be on the estate agent alone to demonstrate
that in their purchasing of a property they have acted in
the best interests of the vendor. That means there will
be no third-party sign-off as to the fairness of the sale.
I have to say that that is a concern. We are concerned
that it represents a watering down of protection for
consumers. A common example would be that of an
elderly person or any other kind of vulnerable person
who might be selling their property effectively being
asked to take the word of the estate agent that the price
they are being offered by the agency is at a fair market
value. In those circumstances it would be difficult for
the vendor to know whether or not the statement by the
agent is true, and only through the making of a
complaint would the vendor have that fear or concern
properly investigated.
I note that in the other place the minister moved an
amendment to insert ‘agent’s representative’ after the
word ‘agent’. It is my understanding that that
amendment was carried by the Assembly and that the
bill we have been presented with is in its amended
form.
The Real Estate Institute of Victoria (REIV) had a
range of concerns. There were clearly some issues with
regard to the drafting of the bill. As I have indicated,
due to the feedback from REIV and the concerns it
expressed, an attempt was made to make new

2415

section 55 consistent with the current section 55 of the
act with regard to the people covered by it. The concern
of the opposition and the ongoing concern of the Real
Estate Institute of Victoria is that the amendment that
was carried in the other place did not achieve its
objective. It covered part, but not all, of REIV’s
concerns. The opposition is surprised, because our
understanding was that it had been conveyed to the
minister that those concerns have been only partially
addressed, but it appears that that has not yet been the
case.
It is my understanding that the amendment I will move
at the committee stage will not be acceptable to the
government. The house amendment that was carried by
the Assembly has the effect that an agents’
representatives and family members of the agent and
the agents’ representatives are required to abide by the
rules for the purchase of a property by someone they
are acting for, but the amendment has not included any
other employees of the estate agency. To give a
relevant and true-to-life example, the office manager of
an estate agency and that office manager’s family
members could purchase properties that the agency has
been commissioned to sell without having to follow any
transparent process and without being required to make
any declaration that the transaction was fair.
The opposition’s view is that the amendment that was
agreed to in the other place improves the bill by
extending the requirements to agents’ representatives,
but it does not go all the way by extending it to any
other employee of an estate agency. It is a credit to
REIV that it is concerned enough about the reputation
and behaviour of its own members to want this
amendment to be properly carried by the Parliament so
that it provides them not just with regulation but also
with protection. That would ensure that its processes
and its own interests are properly governed by the bill
and ultimately by the act.
At the committee stage, when I do not intend to go
substantively into this matter again, I will move an
amendment that will have the effect that all agents and
all their representatives and all employees will be
covered by section 55 of the Estate Agents Act 1980. I
am aware there might be some concern that the return
of this bill to and the requirement for it to be dealt with
again in the other place might put some time pressure
on the passage of the legislation and its royal assent and
gazettal, but I would ask the government to carefully
consider what measures it might seek to have adopted
in the other place to ensure a speedy passage of a bill
amended in this place.
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As has previously been put by some members of this
place, both in their guise as ministers and in their times
as members of the opposition, it is better to get the
legislation right the first time than to have to come back
later and amend it again for the purposes of a speedy
passage. It would be a shame, the government having
been alerted to these concerns by both REIV and now
by the opposition, if subsequent to the passage of this
bill an employee of a real estate agent took advantage
of a vulnerable vendor in a way that could have been
prevented if the government had been prepared to
support the amendment, even if it meant the delay of its
passage in the other place by a day or two. Obviously
the opposition is willing to have any discussion with the
government about what might be required to expedite
the passage of a suitably amended bill through the other
place.

Consumer Affairs Legislation Amendment (Reform)
Act 2010, which is part 6 of the bill; and other acts for
the purposes of commencement arrangements,
including some delay of commencement arrangements
for particular acts, at part 7; and repeals consequential
and other amendments in part 8 of the bill.

Let me say again that the proposed amendment is
strongly supported by the Real Estate Institute of
Victoria. It is not one with which the opposition seeks
to make undue political mileage; it is one which will
make the bill better and more comprehensive. I would
be happy if the amendment were circulated at this time
so that members are aware of the substance of the
amendment for the rest of the second-reading debate.

What is interesting about the amendments to the
Conveyancers Act 2006 is that they enable Victorian
conveyancers to act in relation to businesses, which
they currently cannot do. When the national act comes
into effect to oversee the activities of conveyancers it
will mean that Victorian conveyancers will be able to
act in the same way as conveyancers are currently able
to act in other parts of Australia. That is not the case in
Victoria at present.

Opposition amendments circulated by
Hon. M. P. Pakula (Western Metropolitan)
pursuant to standing orders.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Beyond that, the bill also
makes amendments to a range of other acts. The
consequences of those amendments have been gone
through in some detail in the other place, both in the
second-reading speech and in the contribution of the
member for Mill Park, so I do not propose to repeat
them here other than to say that some of those
amendments deal with ambiguities in interpretation and
some are merely consequential. The opposition is not
opposing the bill, but it strongly urges the government
to again consider supporting the amendment that I will
move in order to make the bill comprehensive and to
ensure that consumers are properly protected. That
would ensure that we do not have to come back in a
few months and amend this bill when it could have
been done today.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — As
Mr Pakula has said, we have before us what we refer to
as an omnibus bill. It is a bill that amends several
consumer protection laws, including the Estate Agents
Act 1980, which is part 2 of the bill; the Owners
Corporations Act 2006, which is part 3 of the bill; the
Fair Trading Act 1999, which is part 4 of the bill; the
Conveyancers Act 2006, which is part 5 of the bill; the

The interesting feature of the bill, in terms of the acts
that it amends, is part 3, which amends the Owners
Corporations Act 2006. Basically it clarifies the roles
and responsibilities of lot owners in terms of owners
corporations and also clarifies what are not their roles
or responsibilities, as differentiated from directors of
companies, for example. It is interesting that it also
looks at delegation of powers of an owners corporation
to the committee that is formed at the annual general
meeting of an owners corporation.

As Mr Pakula said, in the last Parliament there were
many changes to consumer laws. In general they have
been good, and they have been to the benefit of
consumers. These acts are all enforced in order to
ensure that, as Mr Pakula said, the few unscrupulous
operators — be they estate agents, businesses that are
regulated under the fair trading act, conveyancers or
others involved in consumer affairs — are not able to
take advantage of or exploit vulnerable people in their
business or other dealings with them. I agree with
Mr Pakula that the government needs to be constantly
vigilant in this area.
Also in agreement with Mr Pakula, the Greens really
have just one issue with this bill. It is with regard to the
amendments to the Estate Agents Act 1980, which is
part 2 of the bill, specifically the amendment to
section 55 of that act. Mr Pakula used the word
‘prevent’; he said we need to prevent people from being
exploited or taken advantage of and that that is what our
consumer laws are for. I am concerned about the
changes under section 55 of the Estate Agents Act 1980
because I am not convinced that the new provisions that
will be put in place by clause 4 of the bill, which
replaces the current section 55 with new sections 55
and 55A and which are modelled on the current
Queensland and New South Wales legislation, will
prevent vulnerable people from being exploited by
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unscrupulous estate agents, which is the stated aim of
the new provisions in the estate agents act.
I say that because the minister says the new provisions
increase the fiduciary duty of estate agents. That may
be technically correct, but essentially what the new
provisions put in place is a complaints-based system
such that if an estate agent acting for a person tries to
gain a beneficial interest from the sale of that vendor’s
property and that vendor is a vulnerable person —
Mr Pakula mentioned an elderly person, but it could
also be a person of non-English-speaking background
or any other person who does not understand or know
their rights under the law, particularly under the
consumer affairs law and this act — they could have a
wrong done to them, whether or not the estate agent is
aware of their fiduciary duty.
It seems to me that under this new provision that would
be difficult to detect, because the provisions in the
current act, which allow for some oversight and some
reporting to Consumer Affairs Victoria, will be
replaced with the new provisions. It will be difficult to
detect that such a wrong has been done, and then it will
be for that vulnerable person to whom the wrong has
been done to know they have some rights or some way
of redressing the situation, be it at the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal or through the other
courts, and then be able to take that action. That is our
main concern with the bill: that new section 55 is much
weaker than the current section 55 of the act.
Sitting suspended 6.29 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Ms PENNICUIK — As I mentioned before the
dinner break, new sections 55 and 55A prohibit agents
from obtaining a beneficial interest in a number of
circumstances. The obtaining of a beneficial interest is
defined broadly in new subsection 55(3). The previous
government also weakened the provision — and I said
so in the debate on that particular bill — by removing
the requirement for a real estate agent to obtain consent
from the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria before
gaining an interest, either by purchase or in some other
way, in a property for which the agent was acting on
behalf of the vendor. The previous government
weakened the requirement by providing that permission
or approval must be given by a third party, usually a
lawyer or an accountant.
Under this bill estate agents will be able to obtain a
beneficial interest where the agent has the vendor’s
written acknowledgement and consent in an approved
form. I have obtained a copy of the current form. If we
are going to be using a similar form, I do not think that
will be enough to alert a vulnerable vendor to the fact
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that they may have been taken advantage of. Under this
bill estate agents will be able to obtain a beneficial
interest where the agent has the vendor’s
acknowledgement and consent on that form, where the
agent has acted fairly and honestly, where the agent
does not receive any commission or other remuneration
and where the agent obtains the interest at fair market
value. If the agent does not fulfil the section exemption
requirements, any commission paid must be refunded
to the vendor. I notice that is different from the New
South Wales act, which does not even require that.
I am concerned about this provision because, while I
understand the government’s argument that it is laying
out the fiduciary duties, having the extra requirement of
the agent having to notify the director of Consumer
Affairs Victoria within seven days that such a
transaction has taken place and seek the director’s
consent, which was the requirement under the previous
act, would mean that at least there would be a record of
how many of those transactions have taken place. In the
course of the debate in the other chamber it came to
light that there had been some 42 complaints.
I am concerned that under the new provisions, firstly, as
I explained earlier, it is going to be difficult to detect
whether this has happened, and secondly, there will be
difficulties for vulnerable people in making complaints.
Some of these people may slip through the net, and I
am concerned that it is not going to prevent the
behaviour of unscrupulous agents. It is relying on
redress after the fact. I would have thought that part of
the role of Consumer Affairs Victoria and consumer
affairs law is to prevent, as much as possible, these
things from happening. When we get into the
committee stage of this bill I will be questioning the
minister about these provisions and seeking assurances
that Consumer Affairs Victoria will at least be keeping
an eye on these provisions to see whether they are
working in accordance with Minister O’Brien’s stated
objectives.
I note that Mr Pakula said the Real Estate Institute of
Victoria had encouraged its members not to obtain in
any way a beneficial interest in any property that they
are dealing with and that it pushed for those changes. I
am not sure whether the government formally consulted
with bodies such as the Consumer Action Law Centre,
which we consulted. This is the body that looks after
people who have been caught up in situations involving
the various laws that we have been looking at here
today and have found themselves on the receiving end
of either unfair and unscrupulous or deceitful conduct
by an agent or a business. This is the group to which
some of those consumers will go for help, sometimes in
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dealing with Consumer Affairs Victoria and at other
times by taking action in the courts.
The Consumer Action Law Centre told us that it is not
supportive of the proposed amendments and believes
that they amount to a diminution of consumer
protection. It believes, as do I, that there should be a
third-party overview mechanism for situations
involving estate agents purchasing properties that they
have been commissioned to sell. Although we
acknowledge that most real estate agents act honestly,
there is a significant potential for harm, particularly to
vulnerable consumers, which is what Mr Pakula and I
have been talking about.
The potential for harm is exacerbated by the fact that
real estate transactions generally involve a great power
imbalance and a significant sum of money. That puts a
vulnerable consumer in an even more vulnerable
position, because the estate agent knows their way
around the law and practices. Someone who is in a
vulnerable position and is selling their property for the
first time may not necessarily know their rights and the
remedies that are available to them.
We have similar concerns to those of the opposition in
relation to this bill. We will not be opposing the bill, but
during the committee stage I will be wanting some
assurances about this issue from the minister. We are
also prepared to support the opposition’s proposed
amendments circulated by Mr Pakula.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to be able to stand in the chamber tonight and
speak on the Consumer Acts Amendment Bill 2011.
This bill amends a range of consumer acts and other
legislation to improve their operation in real-world
circumstances. The bill redrafts section 55 of the Estate
Agents Act 1980. It clarifies delegations to owners
corporation committees, amends the Conveyancers Act
2006, redrafts section 144 of the Fair Trading Act 1999,
makes amendments to the new uncollected goods
provisions, defers or removes default commencement
dates of several acts, establishes transitional provisions
and repeals the Companies (Administration) Act 1981,
amends legislation to reflect the National Institute of
Accountants change of name to the Institute of Public
Accountants and amends the Anglican Church of
Australia Constitution Act 1960. It is a rather
comprehensive bill — —
Mr Finn — It pretty much covers everything!
Mr ELSBURY — Pretty much, Mr Finn.
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The bill has benefited from broad consultation with key
stakeholder groups where the legislation interacts with
their membership bases, including Owners
Corporations Victoria, the Law Institute of Victoria, the
Real Estate Institute of Victoria, the Victorian
Automobile Chamber of Commerce, the Australian
Institute of Conveyancers, the Legal Practitioners
Liability Committee and the Business Licensing
Authority Victoria.
The redrafting of section 55 of the Estate Agents Act
1980 will restrict a real estate agent or agent’s
representative from obtaining a beneficial interest in a
property they have been commissioned to sell. The
current laws simply do not work. The system requires a
legal practitioner, conveyancer or accountant to consent
to a transaction, but bringing a third party into a
transaction allows an estate agent to deflect
responsibility and abdicate their professional duties to
the vendor. Real estate agents do not like it, the legal
profession does not like it and the Consumer Action
Law Centre does not like it as it currently stands.
The amendments bring Victoria into line with
Queensland and New South Wales and also harmonise
the conduct of real estate agents as part of the transition
towards the national occupational licensing system.
They also recognise stakeholder concerns about the
operation of the current system. An agent or agent’s
representative will be required to gain the vendor’s
written acknowledgement that the agent or
representative they have engaged to sell a property is in
fact interested in purchasing that property themselves.
The agent or representative must act fairly and honestly
in relation to the transaction. No commission or other
reward is payable in respect of the transaction. The
vendor is left in as good a position as they would have
been had the property been sold on the open market.
The amendment to section 55 of the Estate Agents Act
1980 will also make it an offence for an estate agent to
obtain a beneficial interest in a property they have been
commissioned to sell. A penalty of up to 240 penalty
units, which may be a payment of $29 313, two years in
jail, or both, will apply. This is a significant increase on
the current penalty of 120 penalty units, or $14 656,
which has been inadequate to deter some estate agents
from breaking the law.
A house amendment to the legislation agreed to in the
Legislative Assembly provided a definition of an
associate in section 55 of the Estate Agents Act 1980.
This involved line 31 on page 6 of the bill, in clause 4,
having the words ‘or agent’s representative’ included
after the word ‘agent’. In clause 4, at lines 32 and 33 of
page 6 of the bill, paragraph (c) was omitted and a new
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paragraph (c) was incorporated to encompass direct
family members such as a spouse, domestic partner or
child. Representatives from REIV have stated that these
amendments are an improvement on the current law.
The proposed amendment suggested by Mr Pakula is
not necessary. Section 144 of the Fair Trading Act 1999
imputes liability for various offences in that act to
employers. It is applied to the Estate Agents Act 1980
by virtue of section 93A(1) of that act.
Changes to the Owners Corporations Act 2006 will
give owners corporations the right to decide on proxy
holders for committee members and restrict the voting
rights of certain proxy holders for committee members.
It will clarify the standing need to have disputes heard
by the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
VCAT will retain the power to dismiss frivolous cases.
Some confusion is experienced as a result of the current
legislation as some owners corporations believe that an
owners corporation must formally delegate a power to a
committee or manager, whilst others think it is
automatic.
Many owners corporations are operated by volunteers,
and this bill seeks to help them by clarifying that an
owners corporation may, by resolution at a general
meeting or using an instrument, delegate powers. It will
also be made clear that the delegated power may not in
turn be delegated. Proposed section 11(1) states that an
owners corporation is to be managed by or under the
direction of lot owners. This aims to ensure that
ultimate responsibility for the management of an
owners corporation rests with lot owners, as the current
act is vague about responsibility. Lot owners can
generally act in a self-interested manner; however,
section 5 of the act provides that the owners corporation
itself must act honestly and in good faith, while
exercising due care and diligence.
Amendments to the Fair Trading Act 1999 are
necessary due to several inconsistencies which, for the
purpose of this speech, are too lengthy to go into in
detail. However, the poor legislation introduced by the
previous Labor government has caused difficulties for
Consumer Affairs Victoria in enforcing Australian
Consumer Law. VCAT has also raised concerns that
section 160F of the Fair Trading Act 1999 through
interpretation only allows it to hear cases under
section 236 of Australian Consumer Law thus limiting
the jurisdiction of VCAT to be involved in matters
relating to Australian Consumer Law.
This bill also seeks to remove an existing restriction on
conveyancers in undertaking work to sell a business. In
particular this restriction is contained in section 4 of the
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Conveyancers Act 2006. Conveyancers will need to
prove their competence before the Business Licensing
Authority will amend their licence conditions ensuring
the conveyancers engaging in business sales are
qualified. This will allow greater competition in the
marketplace by utilising conveyancers in a much
broader context.
The next section we seek to amend is due to the federal
Labor government failing to implement its personal
property securities register. The register was supposed
to be in place by April 2011, but a revised date of
October 2011 has now been established, although it
may be delayed again. Perhaps it is the result of an
influx within the federal government’s ranks of former
Victorian advisers and staff from the previous
government which allows this situation to drag on, but
in any case there is little confidence that the federal
Labor government will be able to hold up its end on the
implementation of the register in this time frame. As the
personal property securities register has scope to be
postponed by the federal government until the
February 2012 deadline, this bill removes the default
commencement date of the amending Victorian
legislation, currently set for 1 December 2011, allowing
it to be introduced whenever the federal government
can get its act together.
Instead of sitting on its hands, the Victorian coalition
government is seeking to implement a transitional
arrangement for new uncollected goods laws that will
allow people disposing of motor vehicles to use vehicle
information packages provided by VicRoads. The
current legislation requires people to rely on
information from the frequently delayed personal
property securities register — and who knows when
that will start.
In addition, the value limits for motor vehicles will be
changed. The Victorian Automobile Chamber of
Commerce has advised that the current $200 threshold
is too low, especially in a market where scrap vehicle
prices have reached $500. VACC also raised the
prohibitive costs of auctioning of vehicles where the
owner has been given notice that the item is now
considered uncollected goods. A private sale will in
many instances ensure that a good price is achieved.
The bill proposes to allow such sales to occur privately.
This bill also defers the default commencement date of
the Associations Incorporation Amendment Act 2009
and the Associations Incorporation Amendment Act
2010 from 1 December 2011 to 1 July 2012, allowing
sufficient time for the associations incorporation
regulations to be remade.
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This bill continues by repealing the Companies
(Administration) Act 1981 as the role of commissioner
is largely redundant. The bill provides that the residual
functions of this role go into that of the director of
Consumer Affairs Victoria. This bill undertakes some
housekeeping, with the name change of the National
Institute of Accountants to the Institute of Public
Accountants, which was recognised earlier this year.
Now they say you should never talk about sex, religion
or politics in the workplace. I am about to cast that
cautionary note to one side.
Mr Finn — Alert the media!
Mr ELSBURY — Thank you, Mr Finn.
Section 61(2) of the Sex Work Act 1994 makes it an
offence for a licensee or approved manager to fail to
produce their identity card when asked to produce it.
However, the former state Labor government then
forgot to add a penalty for such an infringement. It
certainly remembers putting in an infringement for not
having a ticket on public transport. However, if you are
an owner or manager of a brothel, you would get a stern
talking to, but that is the maximum discomfort that
would be inflicted upon you for not being able to prove
that you have the credentials for management duties
within the sex industry. An amendment to
section 73(2)(c) of the Consumer Affairs Act 1972
rectifies this bizarre lack of diligence.
Finally, amendments to the Anglican Church of
Australia Constitution Act 1960 are in response to the
repeal of the Companies Administration Act 1981 and
remove the requirement that certain documents be
certified.
This bill is wide ranging in scope, and it seeks to
encompass and deliver positive outcomes on the areas I
have touched on over the past few minutes. This bill
puts things right across myriad laws and regulations
which will make life just that much easier for business
dealings and working within our community. I support
this bill for the good work it will do.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — In
speaking to this bill, I am mindful of the fact that the
purchase or the sale of a home is usually the largest
financial transaction in the lifetime of most people. In
recent years the real estate industry has come under fire
on numerous occasions when dishonest real estate
brokers have availed themselves of properties at
bargain basement prices. They have deceived
unfortunate sellers who have unwittingly found out too
late that the professional person whom they had trusted
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with their largest asset has in fact, in nearly all cases,
done the wrong thing.
A real estate agent’s job is to find the very best price for
any property placed in their professional care. All too
often we see on television or read in the newspapers
that unfortunate property owners have been ripped off.
This bill seeks to address this disgraceful practice by
putting in place amendments to the Estate Agents
Act 1980 that will protect sellers against estate agents’
conflict-of-interest sales. The bill’s approach will focus
on ensuring equitable results for vendors.
Essentially the proposed changes prohibit estate agents
or agents’ representatives from over profiting from their
clients’ properties. Vendors are entitled to be given the
full picture by their agents. It is time for probity to be
the cornerstone of this industry. As my colleague
outlined, we are not opposed to the bill, but at the same
time I support the proposed amendments which have
already been circulated and which will be moved by
Mr Pakula.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — It gives
me great pleasure to speak on the Consumer Acts
Amendment Bill 2011. I wish to make a number of
comments on matters raised in the contributions made
by the opposition parties and to say at this juncture that
I am pleased to note that neither the Labor Party nor the
Greens are opposing this bill. I commend the
contributions that have been made in this chamber and
the detail my colleague Mr Elsbury has just gone
through in enunciating the changes that will be
implemented and the effects of this bill. Anyone
reading his contribution will see a very comprehensive
analysis.
This bill amends a range of consumer and other acts to
improve their operations. Specifically it redrafts
section 55 of the Estate Agents Act 1980, clarifies
delegations to owners corporations committees in the
Owners Corporations Act 2006, amends the
Conveyancers Act 2006, the Fair Trading Act 1999 and
the commonwealth Competition and Consumer Act
2010 and repeals the Companies Administration Act
1981, with appropriate saving and transitional
provisions. It also deals with another couple of
elements. I encourage people to have a look at the
contribution made by Mr Elsbury.
I want to talk about the amendments that Mr Pakula
intends to move this evening. I have to say I feel some
sympathy for Mr Pakula, because he is a shadow
minister with learners plates on. His was a brave
contribution, and to think about bringing in these
amendments is a brave start. He prosecuted his case
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well, but I have to dispute what he had to say. First of
all, as he said, amendments were moved and passed in
the other house. It is important to understand that the
amendments made in the Assembly in relation to
section 55 of the Estate Agents Act 1980 were made
after consultation with the Real Estate Institute of
Victoria. For Mr Pakula to come in here at 1 minute to
midnight with other amendments, suggesting REIV
does not believe the first amendments were
comprehensive enough, demonstrates a lack of
understanding of the timing and detail of bills. These
matters are time sensitive, and it is inappropriate to
bring in other amendments at this very late stage.
In her contribution to the debate Ms Pennicuik said we
must ensure that vulnerable persons are not exploited.
This bill goes a long way to addressing a number of
those issues. I do not think any of us wants to see
vulnerable people in our community exploited in any
way at all. It is imperative for us as legislators to ensure
that we make proper laws and regulations in this place
that protect the most vulnerable people.
Mr Pakula said one of the problems he has with new
section 55 of the Estate Agents Act 1980 is that it is
watered down — I think that was the term which was
also used by Ms D’Ambrosio, the member for Mill
Park in the other place. Then he said, if I recall
correctly, that the consumer protection elements are
watered down and that rogue agents could potentially
take advantage of various vulnerable people, including
elderly Victorians. I point out to Mr Pakula, and indeed
the chamber, that in fact Consumer Affairs Victoria has
a very good system of information. It has a series of
brochures in a number of languages. It has a helpline
and a website. There is an opportunity for anyone who
intends to sell a house or is uncertain about how to go
about appointing a real estate agent to get a significant
amount of help and advice. Quite frankly, we cannot
hold everyone’s hand all the time, and it is important to
understand that the frameworks are out there in the
public domain, open, transparent and easily accessible,
so people can get the right advice to make the decisions
that are appropriate for them.
The amendments made in the Assembly to section 55
dealt adequately with that matter. The major point is
that the amendments proposed to be moved here are not
supported by the Liberal Party because they will delay
the passage of this bill — and the passage of this bill
has become time sensitive — and because, should this
bill pass, the amendments that Mr Pakula has circulated
this evening will be redundant. The opposition
parties — the Greens and the Labor Party — have both
said they will not oppose this bill. If Mr Pakula had had
a closer look at and understood the technicalities of this
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matter, he would have known the amendments he
proposes will be redundant when the bill goes through
the chamber, which will probably be within the next
half hour or so.
I do not want to go into further detail because I think
the detail has been covered. The bill fixes anomalies
which previously existed and which have been clearly
enunciated this evening. To pick up on what
Ms Pennicuik said earlier, the government needs to be
constantly vigilant to ensure that vulnerable people are
not exploited. I can assure Ms Pennicuik, members of
this chamber and Victorians at large that
Minister O’Brien and Consumer Affairs Victoria have
every intention of making quite certain that vulnerable
Victorians in this state are protected at all times from
the types of rogues that have been mentioned this
evening and the pitfalls that are in the estate agents
legislation as it currently exists.
As I said, this bill fixes a number of anomalies. I
commend it to the house and thank the members who
have contributed to the debate so far.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Mr Wakeling, the member for Ferntree Gully in the
Legislative Assembly, said the government undertook
comprehensive consultation in the development of this
bill. Is Minister Guy able to tell us who was consulted?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — My
understanding is that during Ms Pennicuik’s and my
deep absorption in other members’ contributions on this
bill Mr Elsbury actually read them all out. Rather than
trying to collate a list and read it all out again, I will get
his list for Ms Pennicuik and I will read that out. I will
come back to this if Ms Pennicuik does not mind.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Just
briefly, we had some consultation with the Consumer
Action Law Centre, and that organisation raised
concerns about the changes to section 55 of the Estate
Agents Act 1980 in particular. I would like to know
whether the concerns raised by the Consumer Action
Law Centre were taken on board in terms of the
changes to the provisions of the bill and the removal of
Consumer Affairs Victoria from the equation.
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Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I
understand the list of those who were consulted was
quite extensive. In terms of what was taken on board
from specific parties, I cannot advise at this point.
Again, I will get a copy of the list and then I will give
Ms Pennicuik a proper response.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 and 3 agreed to.
Clause 4
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
1.

Clause 4, page 6, lines 30 and 31, after “estate agent”
insert “, employee of the estate agent”.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I advise the
committee that it is my view that amendment 2
standing in the name of Mr Pakula is tested by his
amendment 1.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I went substantively to the
points of these two amendments during my speech in
the second-reading debate, so I will not repeat all of
that. I will use my time in the committee stage to deal
with some of the matters raised by the former deputy
leader of the Liberal Party — timing is a nuisance —
who in her contribution described me as, I think, a
shadow minister with training wheels on. I hope I never
get them off. I hope I am only a shadow minister for
another 3½ years.
Mrs Coote raised a couple of matters in her contribution
that I want to address. She also raised a couple of
matters which I will question the minister on.
Mrs Coote in her contribution said the amendments
moved by Mr O’Brien, the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, were in fact passed by the Assembly. I said that
myself during my second-reading contribution. I was
aware of that. She said the amendments were discussed
with the Real Estate Institute of Victoria before they
were moved by the minister. That may well be the case,
but if Mrs Coote was suggesting that REIV was
completely happy with the amendments that were
passed in the other place, that, according to my
information, is in fact not correct. REIV does not
believe the amendments that were passed in the other
place go far enough, and is in fact very supportive of
the amendments that are being moved by the opposition
today. The reason REIV is very supportive is that the
amendments moved by the opposition provide greater
clarity for estate agents, their agents and their staff
about what is and is not acceptable behaviour.
The other point Mrs Coote raised was that this has been
dropped in the Parliament at 1 minute to midnight — I
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think that was what she said. The fact is that this is the
first sitting day since the break and the minister’s office
was advised of the opposition amendments this
morning. It is not as if this is a huge suite of complex
amendments. It is the addition of five words to two
clauses, and the import of them is clear and would not
in the normal course of events be controversial. That is
my response to some of her propositions.
I will not address Mrs Coote’s other two propositions
other than to ask the minister questions about them.
One of her contentions was that they would be
redundant upon the passage of the legislation, and the
other was that the bill is time sensitive and that if
amendments are passed, some sort of travesty will
befall the bill.
That is the conclusion of my contribution on the
amendments other than to say that we hope, despite the
contributions from members of the government, that the
amendments will find the support of the house. I am
flagging that I will ask the minister about those two
specific issues that I have raised.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
have already indicated that I am happy to support the
amendments moved by Mr Pakula. They certainly will
not do any harm, and they will capture other persons
who could obtain a beneficial interest under the act.
That is a good thing. If we are trying to prevent
vulnerable people from being exploited, then we need
to include employees of real estate agents.
Clause 4 basically rewrites section 55 of the Estate
Agents Act 1980. Why has the government removed
the small administrative requirement for these
transactions to be reported to Consumer Affairs
Victoria within seven days? It is a fairly minimal
regulatory activity, but it would ensure that there is a
record of these transactions so that they can be
monitored.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I believe
the minister also has responses to some other matters
that were raised earlier, so I will allow him to respond
to them all together.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — On the
first question, I am advised that it is to harmonise with
other jurisdictions and legislation. I said I would get
back to Ms Pennicuik in relation to areas of
consultation. I am advised that consultation took place
with Owners Corporations Victoria, the Law Institute
of Victoria, the Real Estate Institute of Victoria, the
Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce, the
Australian Institute of Conveyancers, the Legal

CONSUMER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Tuesday, 16 August 2011

COUNCIL

Practitioners Liability Committee and the Business
Licensing Authority. We received feedback from them.
We wrote to the Consumer Action Law Centre twice,
but we had no reply.
In response to Ms Pennicuik’s concerns around the
removal of the director of consumer affairs, it was
actually done by the previous government.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
While I want to pursue that question, I note for the
record that the Greens did not support the removal of
the director of consumer affairs by the previous
government. I am asking the minister about the removal
of the requirement to report transactions to Consumer
Affairs Victoria because I am concerned about how we
record transactions whereby an agent purchases a
vendor’s property, for example. Under the bill they
have to show that they have acted fairly and
honestly — which I would have thought is a statement
of the obvious — that they have filled out the form and
that they have complied with the other two
requirements. How will Consumer Affairs Victoria, or
anybody else, be able to keep a record of how many of
these transactions are entered into annually?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
initial point is that an estate agent who has acted
dishonestly is obviously not likely to come to
Consumer Affairs Victoria, and that is why that
requirement was not factored in.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — So
what we are moving towards is therefore a
complaints-based system, as I outlined earlier?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That is
right.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Are
complaints that go to Consumer Affairs Victoria — or
anywhere else, but particularly to Consumer Affairs
Victoria — going to be recorded and reported on
annually?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Yes.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — In
the context of the contributions made by both
Mr Elsbury and Mrs Coote, who asserted that once the
bill is passed the amendments the opposition is moving
would in effect be rendered redundant, I ask the
minister to expand on and explain that.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Section 144 of the Fair Trading Act 1999, as amended,

2423

will make the director liable for the actions of their
staff.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — Is
the minister then saying that the effect of the provision
of the Fair Trading Act 1999 to which he refers means
that section 55 will be applied as if it applied to any
staff member of the agency — in other words, they are
in effect covered by section 55 in any case, and any
inappropriate action by them would be covered by the
section?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
advised that the bill proposes to amend section 144 to
ensure that officers, employees and agents of an
employer are all placed on the same footing in a
manner similar to the commonwealth legislation. It will
have the same effect of capturing agents, relatives and
employees of estate agents where they are acting on
behalf of the estate agent, and it will make the proposed
amendment unnecessary.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Rather than go round and round the mulberry bush on
this point, let me ask one other question of the minister.
Mrs Coote, and I think I recall Mr Elsbury as well,
made the point that one of the reasons the government
could not support the amendment was that the bill was
time critical. Could the minister explain to the house
how and why the bill is time critical and when the bill
would need to be passed by both chambers in order for
it to fulfil whatever objectives the government has for
it?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
advised that the Consumer Affairs Legislation
Amendment (Reform) Act 2010 introduced a new
uncollected goods framework, and the default
commencement of that date is 1 September 2011. The
provisions depend on the commonwealth personal
property securities register being in operation. That was
to have occurred in April this year; however, the
commonwealth delayed its introduction until at least
October this year. If the provision commenced
operation without the personal property securities
register being in operation, people wanting to dispose
of high-value motor vehicles will not be able to obtain
the necessary documentation to do so, and as such they
will not be able to comply with requirements under the
legislation. It could see small businesses such as
tow-truck operators and smash repairers sued for
conversion of the goods, and that is the reason the
government sees this bill as time critical.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Finally, why is it not practicable for the bill to be
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amended in this place today and to pass in an amended
form in the other place by the end of this sitting week?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is not
really my purview to comment on the business of the
Legislative Assembly and whether or not that could be
factored in. Suffice to say, as I have said before, this
was to have occurred by April 2011, but the
commonwealth delayed its introduction until October
this year. To make sure that the system commences on
time, we would like to have this bill presented and
passed by this house of the Parliament this week.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Returning to my major concern, which is that vendors
are protected, if I take what the government has said
with regard to the object of changes to the Estate
Agents Act 1980, under clause 4 presumably REIV will
ensure that agents are made aware of the new process. I
am wondering what awareness activities Consumer
Affairs Victoria (CAV) may undertake to ensure that
vendors understand what is happening and how they
can seek help?
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Noes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr

Hall, Mr (Teller)
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr (Teller)
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Pair
Darveniza, Ms

Kronberg, Mrs

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 5 to 27 agreed to.
Clause 28
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I ask
the minister: when will the review of the Associations
Incorporation Act 1981, including reconsideration of
the model rules for incorporated associations, be
conducted as it was flagged in the minister’s
second-reading speech?

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — We are
about to commence a campaign with CAV directed at
estate agents. That campaign will be fairly
comprehensive and will bring forward an education
campaign to match this response.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
advised that the review will be concluded later this
year.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Finally, on that issue will CAV assist vendors to
understand the new process — for example, by
providing over the phone advice and, importantly,
something like issuing fact sheets about the new
provisions that agents have to give vendors, along with
a written authority form that is in the new provisions
under section 55?

Reported to house without amendment.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
answer is yes.

In doing so, I thank all members for their contribution.

Clause agreed to; clauses 29 to 40 agreed to.

Report adopted.
Third reading
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

Motion agreed to.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I regard
Mr Pakula’s proposed amendment 1 to be a test for his
amendment 2.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 18
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms (Teller)

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr (Teller)
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Read third time.

TRANSPORT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (PORT OF HASTINGS
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY) BILL 2011
Committed.
Committee
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! My
understanding is that there are no amendments before
the committee but that there may be some questions.
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Clause 1
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
goes to the time frame in terms of the delivery of the
bill. The second-reading speech talks about
development of the port of Hastings within 10 to
13 years, yet on 27 December 2010 the Age reported
Dr Napthine, the Minister for Ports in the Assembly, as
saying that a container port at Hastings within 8 to 10
years was not only possible ‘but necessary’. I want to
get a sense of the government’s thinking around the
delivery of the port of Hastings. The reference in the
second-reading speech is:
The government is acting now to ensure that a container port
is developed at Hastings within the next 10 to 13 years.

My question is: which one is it; has there been a
blow-out; and if so, why?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — If we
are going to start on the whole language of blow-outs
and all the rest of it, I guess the answers will be short.
What is contained in the second-reading speech is what
the government is working towards.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
would like the minister to explain a little more than he
does in the second-reading speech, which is very brief,
about the difference between the Port of Hastings
Development Authority, as it has now become, and the
Port of Hastings Corporation, as it was before, and how
that is different from the Port of Melbourne
Corporation.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I
missed the first part of Ms Pennicuik’s question. She
asked me what was the difference between the Port of
Melbourne Corporation and the Port of Hastings
Corporation as opposed to — —
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Previously the Port of Hastings Corporation was a
stand-alone entity. It was then incorporated into the Port
of Melbourne Corporation with the previous
government’s bill. Now it is being taken out of the Port
of Melbourne Corporation but is not being called the
Port of Hastings Corporation again; it is being called
the Port of Hastings Development Authority. I want to
know the reason for that name change, over and above
what the minister said in the second-reading speech,
which was that it would ‘complement the Port of
Melbourne Corporation in handling the massive growth
in trade in Victoria’, in terms of calling it a
development authority rather than a port corporation,
which the Port of Melbourne Corporation is and the
Port of Hastings Corporation was.
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Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Apart
from the language, as opposed to actuality, the
development corporation is what the name suggests —
that is, the port will be developed, as Dr Napthine said,
into a container handling facility within a period of
years, as has been outlined. This is simply a naming
purpose, as opposed to there being any kind of
structural change. The bill will establish the separate
port entity, as is the obvious intention of the
government. As I said, the name is simply around the
intention of the government to ensure that it is seen to
be what it is, and that is a development corporation
handling the growth of a new container port for
Melbourne.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I do
not want to labour the point too much, but it is not the
port of Hastings development corporation; it is the Port
of Hastings Development Authority, which is different
from a corporation and which goes to the heart of my
question. Perhaps someone who has appeared in the
box over there might be able to help the minister.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — There
is time required for the establishment of a corporation
versus an authority. This legislation will allow the
establishment of an authority rather promptly and lead
to the government’s objectives of realising the port of
Hastings as a container port possibly earlier than
anticipated by the government.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
minister’s second-reading speech says:
By 2035 the Port of Melbourne Corporation forecasts that the
port will be handling nearly 8 million 20-foot equivalent units
of containers — nearly four times what it is handling today.

The minister would be aware that I have always
questioned those figures. I wonder how it is that in just
over 20 years we would be expecting the port of
Melbourne to be handling nearly four times the volume
of cargo it is handling today. Are we expecting four
times more exports, four times more imports or four
times more people to be living in Melbourne? What are
those figures based on? I have tried to get the basis of
them from the Port of Melbourne Corporation. I think it
goes to the crux of this whole issue.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Obviously basic figures in relation to the growth of the
port over the last number of years, the expected growth
of the port over a number of years and growth in the
use of the port over the next few years have been put
together by the Port of Melbourne Corporation. It
believes that those aims will be realised, and I
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understand those figures are growing at the rates that
have been forecast.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I think I
have answered this question, Deputy President.

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
complementary to Ms Pennicuik’s in a sense. Coming
back to my earlier question about the 8 to 10 versus the
10 to 13-year horizon I suppose the question is: has the
government’s thinking changed in terms of the urgency
of getting the port developed? Has the data changed?
What is it that has brought about this change in thinking
in terms of the timing from December through until
August of this year?

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I was
saying that in the second-reading speech the Port of
Melbourne Corporation forecasts that there will be
nearly 8 million 20-foot equivalent units of containers.
We are talking just about containers, and we are saying
that in 20 years we will have nearly four times as many
containers going through the port of Melbourne as we
do today, which I have always queried. I am wondering
what will be in those containers. What areas of
industry, in relation to export and import, are actually
going to produce 8 million containers as opposed to
2.2 million, which is what goes through today?

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
not sure that there was any change in thinking that had
been outlined. I think that was a point advanced by
Mr Tee.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Just to be clear,
Dr Napthine was quoted in the Age newspaper of
27 December as saying that it was a necessity — that
was the word — to have the port developed in 8 to
10 years, and the second-reading speech talks about 10
to 13 years. Has the necessity to have the port
developed in 8 to 10 years changed, and if so, why?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is still
a time frame of 10 years. That has been listed in both
Dr Napthine’s comments and the second-reading
speech.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Is the minister
suggesting that the Age incorrectly quoted Dr Napthine
when it reported him as saying that 8 to 10 years was
not only possible but necessary?
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr TEE — That is why I am asking.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I have
no intention of engaging in this kind of discussion. We
have put our time frames out there, and if Mr Tee wants
to interpret them in any way he can, it is up to him.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The point I am
making is that I have not put out any time frames and I
am not interpreting the minister’s time frames; I am
putting to him a quote from the Age that has been
attributed to the relevant minister and contrasting that
with what has been said in the second-reading speech.
My question is: is one of those wrong? Has the thinking
changed? Has the priority changed? What has brought
it about? It is not something that I am putting out there;
it is out there.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Plasma
TVs, consumer goods and a range of other import items
that this country is obviously spending money on —
that is, overseas-made products that come into this
country. They are some of the greatest numbers of
imports into this economy, apart from motor vehicles,
and they will be coming in in containers.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Is the
minister suggesting that this is growth in imports rather
than exports? Is that what the four times as many
containers is about?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I think
it is a range of both.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
would like to get to the detail of it, because we are
talking here about a port development authority to take
some of this load — that is the idea. Later in the
committee stage I will talk about an area that is Ramsar
wetland and a UNESCO biosphere region. I think the
people of Victoria want to know where these
projections come from. What industries have been
projected to grow this much? What is the basis for these
figures, and can they be produced?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
Port of Melbourne Corporation’s own analysis projects
that that is what the port will grow by. The port analysis
has been fairly solid in projecting growth over the last
10 years, and the state government agrees with the
analysis the Port of Melbourne Corporation has put
forward that growth in the port will continue. Therefore
this government is doing all it can to ensure that
Melbourne maintains its edge as Australia’s leading
port destination.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The estimates in
terms of the port throughput will have an impact in
terms of traffic from the port either through to
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Melbourne or elsewhere. The Port of Hastings Land
Use and Transport Strategic Study of November 2006
estimated that there would be up to 8000 truck trips per
day generated, which could be some 150 to 400 trucks
per hour in each direction. What planning has been
done to accommodate that growth in trucks?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Which
port are you referring to, Mr Tee?
Mr Tee — The port of Hastings.
Hon. M. J. GUY — If this bill passes through
Parliament, this authority will go through all of that
planning work to ascertain what work will be
necessary, what planning work will be necessary and
what infrastructure work will be necessary, and it will
report back to the government with that information.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — That is
interesting, but I suppose the issue is — and I am not
being facetious — that the impact of that number of
trucks and how that number of trucks will be managed,
whether it is by rail or by road, is really a matter for
government rather than something the port of Hastings
could undertake. The planning aspect of it would need
to be something the government does.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
port of Hastings will obviously work with the state
government in relation to the infrastructure
requirements as necessary. As I said, the development
authority will work with the government to ensure that
the infrastructure needs are identified before any
material is transported.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I suppose the
concern is that it is a large number of trucks that is
estimated will be out there. That will take some
planning by both the government and the port of
Hastings in terms of the infrastructure that is required.
Is there any sense of this in terms of the timing? We
have an end point which may be as soon as 10 years.
What sort of time frame is envisaged?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — As
soon as the authority is established it will begin that
work with the state government.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — That number of
trucks will have an impact on those communities. It
will certainly involve new infrastructure and potentially
a new railway. When will the communities out there be
consulted? I am assuming they will be consulted. What
is the sort of time frame that is envisaged? Is the
minister envisaging that the port of Hastings will come
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up with a document in 6 or 12 months and that
consultation with the community will start then?
I suppose there is a degree of anxiety because we are
talking about 8000 trucks and potentially about a
10-year time frame. If there are going to be trucks on
existing roads, that is going to be a problem. If there are
going to be new roads, they will need to be built. There
might be an issue in terms of existing homes perhaps
needing to be demolished. If it is going to be part rail,
part road, there will be issues in terms of where they
will be located and the impact that will have. I am
seeking clarity for those communities out there in terms
of the timing so they can prepare themselves, bearing in
mind we have an end point which is in 10 years and
there is a considerable amount of planning which will
need to occur.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I think I
just articulated that once the authority is established it
will have a mandate to begin that work with the state
government, and then time frames can be put in place in
relation to the government’s stated objective of
bringing on the port in around 10 years or having that in
place in around 10 years. Therefore the port authority
will be able to commence that work once it has been
established with the government, and those time frames
and the consultation Mr Tee has mentioned, which is
important, will be able to be advanced.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
follow-up question is to the minister on that particular
issue. If I can recap, what he said to Mr Tee was that
the port of Hastings authority and the state government
will then start this dialogue and community
consultation.
In my electorate at the moment at Grange Road,
Carnegie, for example, VicRoads has commenced a
process of community consultation regarding grade
separation. Forms are being sent out to residents saying
the state government is going to look at a grade
separation to deal with ongoing needs. My question to
the minister is: if the port of Hastings and the state
government have yet to determine what heavy rail is
going to go down the line, what is the consultation
about now when there is no plan? Why is VicRoads
consulting on a grade separation on Grange Road,
Carnegie, if the government has not yet determined
how much rolling stock needs to come in from the port?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
not sure the matters are actually related, and I do not
know the details of the Grange Road, Carnegie, grade
separation. The issue in relation to the port of Hastings,
and material in relation to infrastructure of the port of
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Hastings, is obviously going to be a discussion point
between the authority and the government. This
government has a program of level crossing
elimination, as Mr Lenders would be aware. Whether
that is being conducted in isolation or with broader
strategic work behind it, it is obviously an issue for the
Department of Transport as well. In relation to this bill
and the material that is being considered for the port of
Hastings, the Port of Hastings Development Authority,
if it is established and passes this Parliament tonight,
tomorrow or whenever, will begin a dialogue with the
government around what will be required in relation to
infrastructure for the effective logistic movement of
port traffic.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I hear
what the minister says. Yes, there was money in a state
budget for feasibility studies, and one of those
feasibility studies is clearly happening at the moment at
Grange Road, Carnegie, where the road crosses the
Dandenong line. Presumably if the port of Hastings is
going to deal with the amount of container traffic that
the minister has said it will, that traffic will go on either
the road, the Frankston line or the Dandenong line,
depending on where the infrastructure at that end of the
process permits.
If there is a feasibility study by VicRoads happening
now in Ms Pennicuik and my electorate asking people
about it, and the government does not yet know
whether those freight trains are going to be going down
the Dandenong line, I put to the minister that it is an
expensive cosmetic exercise to carry out an election
commitment to do a feasibility study when you do not
even know what rolling stock is going to go down this
line. I make the point, and I do not expect an answer.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
Labor Party may consider level crossing elimination a
cosmetic exercise, but the coalition certainly does not.
In fact I would say that level crossing elimination
matters to Melbourne’s economic advantage in terms of
logistics, safety and a range of other reasons. While
Mr Lenders may see it as a cosmetic exercise, I remind
him that his government when in office less than nine
months ago had a program to bring on the port of
Hastings within a 30-year time frame which we are
now bringing forward. The exact same questions would
have been posed to Mr Lenders as the then state
Treasurer, particularly in relation to the infrastructure
that would have to be put in place for a possible
upgrade of the port of Hastings. I say again that we on
this side of the house do not view level crossing
elimination in a flippant manner, nor do we see it as
cosmetic surgery; we see it as important for
Melbourne’s logistic movements.
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Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
minister invites a response on cosmetics. If he wishes to
look at a program which included the many
Middleborough Road to Springvale Road grade
separations, he would see that Labor’s proposal was
real. My reference to cosmetics is simply that if you are
doing a $15 million or $16 million feasibility study on
every railway crossing and marginal seat, knowing full
well that that amount of money would not even let you
do a fifth of one crossing, that is what I call cosmetic;
that is what I am referring to. Mr Guy’s exact point
about a 30-year time frame lets the Victorian transport
plan, an integrated transport plan, deal with the freight
movements. That plan was ditched, and then those
opposite came up with an abbreviated time line, as
Mr Tee is saying, with different voices of the
government saying different things in different
mediums. That is what I call a government on the run,
that is what I call panic and that is what I call
cosmetics, but I guess we are each preaching to the
converted.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! It is
probably better that the minister not invite another
second-reading debate by verballing, which is the word
that comes to mind. I suggest that it will be better to
accept the process that we have in the committee stage
of people asking questions or posing issues and getting
a reasonable response.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I just want to
come back again to what is a concern about having
thousands of trucks on the road. What the minister is
indicating is that the port will make an assessment in
terms of what infrastructure is needed and will have a
discussion with him. At the same time the port has three
staff, and the government’s budget cut the port’s budget
by 30 per cent. Is it really feasible for the port to have
the resources to deliver that sort of engagement?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I
remind Mr Tee — —
Mr Tee — I don’t want a reminder, I want an
answer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the
minister to sit down. Has everyone finished? We were
going very well. I remind the house that we are still on
clause 1 of 45 clauses, and it is 25 minutes to 10. I do
not have any commitments. The flat is just over the
road, and I can keep going. If members want to finish at
a reasonable hour tonight, they might refrain from
self-indulgence.
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Hon. M. J. GUY — The coalition government has
money in its budget allocated to increase the resources
of the to-be-established port, and it will obviously have
more than the resources that Mr Tee has mentioned. I
remind the member that his own party had a
commitment to expand this port into a container
facility.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — We had a
$1.3 million budget, which your government has
reduced by 30 per cent. That is the reason for my
asking why the minister has confidence that a port that
has three staff and has had a 30 per cent cut to its
budget is going to be able to deliver a plan to get
8000 trucks successfully moved to where they need to
be.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I think
Mr Tee is concerned about whether the minister heard
the full question. Is the minister confident he has heard
it all?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Yes, I
did. I am advised that the $1.5 million Mr Tee referred
to was in fact rolled into the Port of Melbourne
Corporation’s budget, but this government has provided
$2.3 million over two years to the port of Hastings to
increase its resource base.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I think Deloittes
provided some advice that the cost of developing the
port would be around $9.4 billion. Is that the cost
estimate that the government — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr TEE — Did the member have a question?
Mrs Peulich interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mrs Peulich! I have already advised the house that I
would like a little bit of decorum and order. We are
only at the beginning of proceedings of this committee
stage. Has Mr Tee completed his question?
Mr TEE — Yes.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — We do
not accept the finding by Deloittes.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — As to the cost of
building the infrastructure?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — An
estimate hinges on a range of design options and, as
such, the government will make an estimate when it
finalises design options.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — On
the issue of design options, the Port of Hastings Land
Use and Transport Strategy — which was meant to be
reviewed in five years and five years is up — had quite
a lot of options with regard to rail and road corridor
development. On page 5 of that strategy it states that the
port should take 3.7 million containers — TEUs
(20-foot equivalent units) — and, as Mr Tee has
pointed out, there would be 3500, give or take a few,
truck movements per day and 16 trains per day. In
terms of design options, what is the status of the land
use and transport strategy and the options referred to in
it, or will this new development authority start from
scratch in terms of what the port will look like and how
freight will move to and from the port?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
government will obviously take note of what the
previous government put forward, but it will not be
bound by those strategies.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I take
up Mr Tee’s other point about the size of the Port of
Hastings Corporation, which has three staff — I am not
sure if it has three staff, but let us say it does — and
developing it to be 15 times the size it is now, which is
a large undertaking. Taking into account the road and
rail movements and the various options that are in the
transport strategy, how is a small organisation like that
going to be able to do that, given that will have
ramifications, as Mr Lenders said, in terms of the
Dandenong line and possibly other rail lines and in
terms of the upgrading of certain roads going through
many municipalities, invoking other acts of Parliament
that need to be adhered to, not to mention federal acts
of Parliament, including the Environment Protection
and Biodiversity Conservation Act? What I am asking
is: how is this going to be undertaken by the Port of
Hastings Development Authority, and who else is
going to be involved in such an undertaking?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I have
actually answered this question in response to a range
of questions from Mr Tee. In fact I have answered it
about four times. I have said that the government has
allocated more than $2 million over two years to
increase the resource base for the Port of Hastings
Development Authority. There is no need to ask it for
the seventh time. Should the authority be established by
this bill, the authority, with its new resources, will then
have a clear role in engaging the state government. We
will obviously do the same to ensure that any design
options are taken into account, noting the work that has
been done in the past, and to examine what needs to be
done infrastructure-wise to put in place the necessary
infrastructure requirements, community consultation

TRANSPORT LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (PORT OF HASTINGS DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY) BILL 2011
2430

COUNCIL

and Ramsar issues that will precipitate the development
of this port. We have put the money forward in the
budget. It is there; it is not rolled into the Port of
Melbourne Corporation budget, as the previous
government did. It sits there for when this bill should
pass this Parliament.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I seek a bit of
clarification. The minister has indicated that the budget
is $1 million for the next financial year and $1 million
for the financial year after that. The minister indicated
that the difference was that the previous government
had funding allocated for work on the port of Hastings
but it was allocated to the port of Melbourne, as you
would expect given that this legislative framework was
not in place. Can the minister confirm that for at least
the next financial year that is a 30 per cent reduction in
the budget allocated to the development of the port of
Hastings relative to that put in place by the previous
government?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
2011 state budget allocates $2.3 million over two years
to progress the planning for the port development and
to establish the new authority. It is made up of a
commonwealth grant of $1.3 million and a further
$1 million. The government has an assurance from the
Treasurer that if additional funds are required because
we have got the authority up faster and out there doing
its work faster, then additional funds will be available.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I understand the
government is doing a high productivity freight
network review in relation to monster trucks. Will that
review include consideration of an extension of that
freight network to incorporate the port of Hastings?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
happy to take that on notice and give Mr Tee an
answer.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Can I get an
indication as to when that is likely to be — in rough
terms; I do not want to hold the minister to it?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I will
endeavour to do that for the member as soon as possible
in the next 15 minutes.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — If I
could just explore my train of thought with regard to the
development authority, is it envisaged that with the
extra resources — which I presume mean extra staff —
the Port of Hastings Development Authority will be
the lead agency in terms of what needs to be done? We
know there are about 3500 hectares of land set aside for
use as a port but, as I mentioned earlier and as
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Mr Lenders and Mr Tee have said, it is also going to
involve other infrastructure way out past Hastings and
into many surrounding municipalities, including
perhaps new railway lines and the upgrade of existing
railway lines and roads.
Is this development authority the lead agency, is there
another agency such as the Department of Planning and
Community Development involved, or what is there in
terms of this massive undertaking in the government’s
planning?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
lead agency is the Department of Transport.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Late
last year the commonwealth government released a
national ports strategy. I am wondering what
relationship or involvement the Victorian government
has in terms of the existing ports, the new Port of
Hastings Development Authority and the national
strategy?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Yes,
there is some relationship in terms of those things.
There has been a conversation with the federal
government in relation to the authority’s establishment
once that occurs, or if that occurs. We expect,
obviously, to be on a similar plane as the federal
government when it comes to the development of the
port.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
purpose of that strategy is to achieve a nationally
coordinated approach to future planning and the
development of Australia’s ports and freight
infrastructure. I wonder how that fits with what the
Minister for Ports said in his second-reading speech:
The authority will complement —

and I emphasise the word ‘complement’ —
the Port of Melbourne Corporation in handling the massive
growth in trade in Victoria. In addition … will deliver the
benefits of greater competition to Victorian exporters and
consumers of imported goods.

There are two issues: is the idea just about developing
the port of Hastings as a competitive port or is it a
complementary port, because that is not clear from the
second-reading speech; and if so, how does that fit in
with a nationally coordinated ports and freight strategy?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is the
premise of competition. If you have two corporations or
two entities operating a port within Melbourne, people
have the ability to utilise either of them on a cost or
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convenience basis. Where there is a complementary
situation of two ports operating within a city, which
would be very different from the situation in other
major cities in Australia, obviously they can
complement each other by having a larger facilities
base at the Melbourne port. But there is also the
competing arrangement of market forces where one
port may be able to offload more quickly or at a lower
price — therefore that is the situation of how it will
work in terms of competition.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Following on
from what the minister said, I understand that
essentially that is, ‘We will build up the port and then
make it competitive so it can compete with the port of
Melbourne’. Is there a view within the government or
has consideration been given as to whether or not there
is an option to effectively sell off the port of Hastings?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That is
a hypothetical matter which is not considered in this
bill. We are trying to establish the port at this point in
time.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — In my
contribution to the second-reading debate I referred to
the Western Port bay scientific study that has been
carried out under the auspices of Melbourne Water. I
understand a report has not been released yet. I draw
the minister’s attention to that; I am sure he is aware of
it. I ask whether he or the Department of Transport is
intending to take that scientific review into
consideration.
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Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I suppose that
leads to the same concern. There is a port with three
staff members. On the basis of the government’s
figures, it has a $2 million budget for the next two
years, which includes a $1 million budget for the next
12 months. Is the minister confident the authority can
do work in terms of the internationally recognised
wetlands in addition to determining the infrastructure
that is required?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — We
have to get this legislation through; we have to get the
board in place. The board can then get the staff in order
to be able to do the job. Mr Tee raises a very good point
about the Ramsar wetlands. I remind Mr Tee that his
own party considered this port as a container port of the
future.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
remind the minister that I did not consider that to be the
case.
Hon. M. J. Guy — You think we should all go and
live in humpies, so I am not surprised.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you,
Minister! That is enough!

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — We will
look at all of the studies such as the one Ms Pennicuik
referred to, and we will make an assessment in time as
to whether they will be released.

Ms PENNICUIK — I draw the minister’s attention
to the whole of Western Port as a Ramsar wetland.
Under the Ramsar convention the government of
Australia is under an obligation to preserve the
ecological values and character of a designated Ramsar
site. Has the government done any preliminary work on
ascertaining whether development of the port of
Hastings, to the extent that it is envisaging, is at all
compatible with the ecological character of Western
Port as a Ramsar site?

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — When we talked
about infrastructure needs going forward, the Minister
for Planning talked about the fact that the port of
Hastings was going to do work in terms of defining
what its needs were and then engaging with the
government. Will the work in relation to environmental
impacts and environmental assessments — the sorts of
things Ms Pennicuik has just raised — be done by the
port authority or by the government?

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I guess
that pre-empts the outcomes of the process in a way,
because Ms Pennicuik is asking a legitimate question,
the answer to which the environmental studies will
show us, should the bill pass the Parliament. Those
studies will need to be done. We will need to find the
answers to the questions Ms Pennicuik put, but that will
need to be precipitated once this bill has passed the
Parliament.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
Port of Hastings Development Authority will do work
and advise the government in the same way the current
Port of Melbourne Authority does similar work and
advises the government. That work will be undertaken
by the Port of Hastings Development Authority and
then advice will be given to the government.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — On
that point, during the discussions on the Transport
Legislation Amendment (Ports Integration) Bill 2010 in
the last Parliament and on this bill I have been trying to
establish the threshold for whether a massive
development and a massive expansion of the port of
Hastings is compatible whatsoever with the
maintenance of the Ramsar site at Western Port,
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because the whole of Western Port is a Ramsar site. It
seems to me that, given the Melbourne Water study,
which is looking at all the previous studies and
gathering contemporary studies together, we cannot
really decide whether there is any scope to expand the
port of Hastings at all, or to decide by how much to
expand it, until we know the answer to that question.
What I really want to know is whether the government
is committed to answering that question first.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I advise
Mr Tee that we do not have anything before the Chair
at the moment.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
government is committed to expanding the port of
Hastings to be Melbourne’s second container port, and
the government is committed to seeing all the necessary
environmental studies completed in order to advise us
on the best way of doing so.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Mr Tee for reminding me about that; he is quite right.
My advice is that no roads to Hastings are currently
being trialled for high-productivity vehicles. Trials will
continue until September, then the government will
consider whether to extend them through to the
Western Port Highway.

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Will that include
an environment effects statement (EES)?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
advised that environmental studies will be undertaken
before any EES process can commence. Those studies
would help prepare for the EES, including providing a
guide on what needs to be done and how much it will
cost. The form an EES may take would be determined
through research as well as discussions between the
state and commonwealth.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Will the
environment effects statement be completed before any
of the infrastructure work is done? I ask because
ultimately the nature of the infrastructure and where it
is located might have an impact.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is
likely that each stage of planning would require an
EES, so that would be a long process that would be
determined as it is unfolding.

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The matter
before the Chair is just the outstanding question that the
minister said he would provide an answer for within
15 minutes. My questions in terms of the other clauses
of the bill have been picked up in the purposes clause.

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Just to be clear,
is it the case that after September the government will
then consider whether to extend them through to the
Western Port Highway? I just want to make sure I have
picked that up correctly.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That is
correct.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I do not
mean to be finicky, but as there are no comments on the
remaining clauses I would like to make some
comments on my expectations of the procedures of the
house and of the committee. It may appear that I am
being finicky, but I like the procedures of this
committee stage to be correct. In the course of this
committee stage I have been referred to as Acting
President, as President, as Acting Deputy President and
as chairman, but it is actually Deputy President.
Secondly, in this committee stage — —
Mr Leane — It could have been worse.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I seek
some clarification. My understanding is that you do not
start an EES without a proposal to build something or
do something. What I am talking about is the threshold
question as to whether the whole idea is compatible
with a Ramsar site, and I think this cannot be
undertaken under the EES process; it is a different
process. It is an investigation by the government using
what is available to it — and the federal government
may intervene — in relation to whether you can
maintain the ecological character of the Ramsar site at
the same time as undertaking a massive port expansion
on the site. That is the crux of the issue.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I think
the government’s intentions for Hastings are clear.
Clause agreed to.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I have been called
a lot worse. Mr Leane is correct, and I might say that is
not particularly helpful either.
Also in relation to the committee stage, I remind
members that if they wish to make a contribution or
pose a question on a clause, it is better to get my
attention rather than one another’s attention. That
would facilitate the proceedings of the committee stage
a lot better.
Clauses 2 to 45 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
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30 executive council meetings — nothing has
happened.

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
question is:

The action I seek from the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change is either to deliver the natural gas
that Ms Lovell said in the press release was so critical,
or if that has not been delivered, to remove the
firewood permits as she promised. The action I seek
from the minister is to deliver on the election promise,
or to renounce this press release as just another lot of
spin.

Schools: Kyneton

That the house do now adjourn.

Firewood: collection permits
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise tonight is for the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, Ryan Smith. I am
delighted that Ms Lovell is in the chamber tonight as
the minister at the table because this is a matter that
should be of interest to her. On 3 November last year
the coalition promised to abolish firewood permits in
areas where there was no natural gas connected. That
came from no less a source than a press release from
Wendy Lovell, MP, Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party
in the Legislative Council, and a series of other titles
including then shadow minister for country Victoria.
This promise to abolish firewood permits was
accompanied by a whole lot of hyperbole about Labor
not delivering natural gas to communities, but the
solemn promise from the coalition was that if elected it
would ensure that firewood would be free in towns
where natural gas was not connected. The question I
raise for the attention of the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change is: when will Ms Lovell’s promise
be delivered?
Last week I went down to Bruthen in East Gippsland.
Bruthen is a great town. It was a lovely day. It was
raining, but it was good to see the place was green.
Mrs Coote — Got any relatives down there?
Mr LENDERS — There are a lot of people in
Bruthen. What we are finding in Bruthen is that as
people go to get their firewood they pay for a permit. It
has now been nine long months since the change of
government, and whether the policy about a permit is
good or bad is not the point. The point is that the
coalition promised before the election, in a mad
scramble to unseat Craig Ingram as the member for
East Gippsland in the Assembly, that it would abolish
the permit on firewood. Now nine months later, a
budget later, after ministers have been to presumably
about 30 cabinet meetings — there have been about

Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
matter is for the Minister for Education, Martin Dixon.
Recently, on 29 July, I was invited to visit Kyneton
Secondary College to meet with representatives of the
Kyneton primary and Kyneton secondary school
councils and the Macedon Ranges Shire Council. I
followed with a visit to the Kyneton Primary School on
12 August at the invitation of the school principal. I
note that Kyneton is not in my electorate, but I am
always happy to visit. I was shocked and disgusted by
the toll of 11 years of neglect by the previous Labor
government, and I question just how a consultative
process was created with an expectation that the Labor
government would deliver an estimated $30 million for
a rebuild and development of the K–12 facility.
The representatives I met with were absolutely
convinced that this major consolidation of kindergarten
to year 12 was proceeding under the previous
government, but these commitments were not delivered
or even budgeted for. Even worse than compounding
the problem is the fact that Kyneton Primary School
sent $2 million back to the federal government’s
Building the Education Revolution program as it
thought it would not be needing it on the current site
and the secondary college did not even think it needed
to apply.
Kyneton and its surrounds have not been previously
treated as being as important as they should have been
in the regional priorities, and this is despite having
Assembly Labor members Geoff Howard, the member
for Ballarat East, and Joanne Duncan, representing the
neighbouring electorate of Macedon, as their
representatives for 11 years. The kindergarten is now
required to step in to assist with those who have lost
their federally funded Take a Break places, and I am
astonished at the extent to which Labor, both state and
federal, has let this community down. It is obvious that
the money required will not be available immediately
as it was not included in forward estimates by the
previous government.
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We have been left to fix the problem created by Labor’s
mismanagement of resources and 11 years of neglect of
this community. I understand an audit update on the
Kyneton Primary School is not scheduled until
November, and I request that this audit be brought
forward to provide a more immediate snapshot of
maintenance issues being faced by this lovely school.

Environment: illegal dumping
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
matter is for the attention of the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, Mr Smith, and it is
on behalf of Banyule City Council and a number of
other councils that have experienced a considerable
amount of additional illegal rubbish dumping since the
introduction of the landfill levy. Banyule council’s own
data show the amount of dumped rubbish has nearly
doubled since the new landfill levy commenced in
2010. Unfortunately a large amount of the dumped
material is hard waste in nature — that is, TVs,
furniture and carpets — which cannot be identified
back to who might have dumped it; therefore there
cannot be any recovery of costs through that method.
As a result the council has had to increase its costs, and
that is in addition to the impact that the landfill levy
itself has already had, which for many councils has
been equivalent to around a 1 per cent rate increase.
By Banyule’s estimates the whole landfill levy will
collect around a quarter of a billion dollars over a few
years, and only $53 million has been reinvested in the
sector, of which $6 million is for a strike force on
rubbish dumping, but that is being managed through the
Environment Protection Authority. The council is
requesting that funding be provided to assist it with this
problem. I know a number of other councils, not just in
city areas but in country areas as well, are facing a
rubbish dumping problem, and councils are desperate
for some financial assistance to clean it up.

Victorian Law Reform Commission: report
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The matter I wish to raise tonight is for the
Attorney-General, Robert Clark. It concerns the
Victorian Law Reform Commission report entitled
Supporting Young People in Police Interviews — Final
Report.
Mrs Coote — You could have done this tomorrow.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I could not, for the reason
I will give in a moment. It is a very interesting report. It
goes to a range of issues that confront young people
when they are interviewed by police. It contains
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24 recommendations. Amongst those is a
recommendation that a statewide scheme based on the
very successful youth referral and independent person
program be created. It recommends clarification of the
role of parent, carer or support person in police
interviews, and it recommends clarification of the
consequences of police not complying with
requirements for a support person to be present. The
concept of clarifying the role of support persons in
legislation and ensuring that those people are properly
trained is a recommendation that is supported by both
Victoria Police and the Office of Public Prosecutions.
For that reason, this is a report which we should all be
familiar with and understand. However, this might be
difficult — and this goes to Mrs Coote’s interjection —
because even though the Attorney-General delivered
this report late last year he has made no public
comment on it, he did not attend the formal launch of
the report in June and he has not tabled it in Parliament.
I find this quite intriguing. It is a self-reference report,
so I understand there is no absolute requirement that it
be tabled in Parliament, but I would have thought that a
report of this nature, with such a high level of potential
interest to members and the community, ought to be
tabled in Parliament.
The action I seek is that the Attorney-General write to
me and indicate, firstly, whether he intends tabling this
important report of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission, and if not, why not; secondly, whether he
has formed a view about the key recommendations of
the report, and if so, what is that view; and thirdly,
whether he intends to implement the key
recommendations of the report, and if so, when.

Autism: program funding
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Education. I
doubt there would be many members of this house who
are unaware of my intense personal interest in the
educational needs and general welfare of children with
autism. As a result of this interest, I have become aware
of a program operating in the Moomba Park Primary
School serving children in both Western Metropolitan
Region and Northern Metropolitan Region. The
IDEA — Innovative Developments in the Education of
Children with Autism — program is something very
special. It is my strong view, and the view of many
others, that this program is the education of the future
for children on the autism spectrum.
While this program is cause for great optimism and
enthusiasm among families, the same cannot be said for
the Department of Education. For some years there has
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been a grouping within the department which has
continually attacked the program with a passion that
might otherwise be laudable. After reneging on an
earlier commitment of $100 000 for the continuation of
IDEA throughout 2011, the department promised the
school at least $50 000 for the funding of this program
by the end of this past financial year, with a very strong
prospect of a further $46 000 for the rest of the year.
However, no money has been forthcoming and the
department has left those running the program to foot
the bill. As things stand, there will be no funding —
real or promised — for the program next year,
effectively killing the one great hope for the future of
these children.

top, on the priority list of the Department of Education.
Along with funding the development of the master
plan, in the last election period the previous
government committed $6 million to the school’s
upgrade. Unfortunately the incoming government did
not match this commitment. That is a shame,
considering the priority the upgrade has been given by
independent authorities.

As you can imagine, their families are devastated, but
that seems to mean nothing to those in department
backrooms wielding the axe with no regard for the
children who need this program desperately. The IDEA
program must not be allowed to die. It is far too
important for the future of children with autism and
their families. I implore the minister to ensure that the
IDEA program not only survives but thrives. I ask that
he ensure that this program is funded for this current
year and beyond.

In line with this, I draw the minister’s attention to an
article on the front page of the Maroondah Leader of
2 August in which the school community has its say
through the school council president, who expressed his
view of how urgently the upgrade is needed and where
capital funding for schools in Eastern Metropolitan
Region should be targeted first.

The IDEA program achieves wonderful results for less
than the Department of Education is currently spending
per capita on children with autism. It really is
exceptional value for money. Better results for less
expenditure — what more could the boffins possibly
ask for? How anyone could attempt to scuttle it is
totally beyond me. It makes no sense at all. The
program must be extended and expanded for the sake of
thousands. Children with autism need the IDEA
program far more than they need those who want to
destroy it.
Interjections from gallery.
The PRESIDENT — Order! People in the gallery
are not allowed to participate in the proceedings of
Parliament, although I understand that they are very
supportive of the position Mr Finn has put.

Eastwood Primary School: upgrade
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — It is very
hard to follow that contribution. My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Education. The action I
seek from the minister is that he fund the planned
upgrade of Eastwood Primary School in East
Ringwood. The 60-year-old school has about
300 students, many of whom are deaf. I know firsthand
that the school has developed a master plan and that the
upgrade of the school has been very high, if not on the

To reiterate, the action I urge the minister to take is that,
despite the political imperatives that he and his
colleagues may have targeted in terms of the need for
school upgrades, he fund this particular school on the
basis of need, not just political imperative.

Retail sector: Chapel Street, Prahran
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I have a
very short adjournment matter for the Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations, Mr Dalla-Riva.
First of all I would like to say that in the time he has
been the minister he has shown an enormous amount of
enthusiasm and encouragement for the retail sector and
for jobs right across Victoria. It is in light of the retail
sector in my electorate on Chapel Street in Prahran that
I raise an adjournment matter this evening. As members
would be very well aware, and as I brought to the
attention of this chamber in the last Parliament, prior to
the last election the Liberal Party raised the clearways
issue. The former Labor government did not care about
the retailers, the small business operators — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — Shame!
Mrs COOTE — As Mr Davis rightly says, it was a
dreadful indictment and a shame. The people of
Prahran showed the Labor government exactly what
they thought about it. We no longer have a Labor
representative there, but we have a very good Liberal
representative, Mr Clem Newton-Brown, the member
for Prahran in the Assembly. One of the very first
actions of this government was Premier Ted Baillieu
going out and reversing the inequitable clearway issue.
He went out there and physically took down those
signs, and as a consequence business has improved.
I know Minister Dalla-Riva has encouraged various
retailers. Members only have to look down the street at
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the shop Zara where we see people queuing up all the
time. It is a great employer, and it is reinforcing the
retail sector, a sector which at the moment is under
siege from internet shopping. The actions of the
Minister for Innovation, Services and Small Business,
Ms Asher, and Minister Dalla-Riva have done quite a
lot to encourage the retail sector in Victoria. I would
like to know if the minister has engaged with any other
international retailers or large operators to open stores
in Chapel Street, Prahran, because it is a shopping and
retail mecca, a tourism precinct and one of the very
important areas within our state. I urge
Minister Dalla-Riva to add to the tourist, small business
and retail opportunities there with his usual enthusiasm
by encouraging retailers into this important precinct.

Responses
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
have responses to adjournment matters raised by
Mr Tee on 4 May, Ms Broad on 24 May, Ms Mikakos
on 24 May, Mr Finn on 24 May, Ms Pulford on
25 May, Ms Hartland on 26 May, Mr Somyurek on
26 May, Mr Ondarchie on 31 May, Mr Barber on
31 May, Mr Pakula on 1 June, Ms Pennicuik on 1 June,
Ms Darveniza on 1 June, Ms Pulford on 1 June,
Mr Lenders on 1 June, Mr Elsbury on 2 June, Mr Drum
on 2 June, Mr Somyurek on 2 June, Mr O’Donohue on
2 June, Ms Hartland on 15 June, Ms Pulford on
15 June, Ms Tierney on 15 June, Mr Pakula on 15 June,
Ms Mikakos on 15 June, Mr Somyurek on 16 June,
Mrs Petrovich on 16 June, Mr Lenders on 28 June,
Mrs Coote on 28 June, Mr Finn on 29 June,
Mr Ramsay on 29 June, Ms Darveniza on 29 June,
Mr Somyurek on 29 June, Ms Pulford on 29 June,
Ms Hartland on 29 June, Ms Tierney on 29 June,
Mr Drum on 29 June, Mr Elsbury on 30 June and
Mr Eideh on 30 June.
On tonight’s adjournment a matter was raised by
Mr Lenders for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change regarding firewood permits in areas
where there is no natural gas. After 11 years of Labor
and its promise to connect natural gas to country
communities there are still many country communities
without natural gas because Labor failed to deliver on
those policies.
Mrs Petrovich raised an issue for the Minister for
Education regarding Kyneton Secondary College, the
lack of funding for schools under Labor and the need
for a maintenance audit at that college.
Mr Barber raised a matter for the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change regarding illegal
dumping of rubbish.
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Mr Pakula raised a matter for the Attorney-General
regarding the Victorian Law Reform Committee’s
report Supporting Young People in Police Interviews.
Mr Finn raised a matter for the Minister for Education
regarding funding for the Innovative Developments in
the Education of Children with Autism at Moomba
Park Primary School.
Mr Leane raised a matter for the Minister for Education
regarding the lack of funding for Eastwood Primary
School and the need for the coalition to step in and bail
out that school after 11 years of Labor neglect. We can
now add Eastwood Primary School to Labor’s long list
of missed opportunities.
Mrs Coote raised a matter for the Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations regarding his
support for retailers to encourage tourism and retail
opportunities in Chapel Street, Prahran.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.20 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.
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By Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan)
(12 signatures).
Laid on table.

Rail: Laburnum service
PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Children: Take a Break program
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that funding for the
Take a Break occasional child-care program, which is
provided at more than 220 neighbourhood houses and
community centres across Victoria, will cease after
31 December 2011.
The Take a Break occasional child-care program allows
parents and guardians to participate in activities including
employment, study, recreational classes and voluntary
community activities while their children socialise and
interact with other children in an early learning environment.
Full funding for the program was provided by the previous
state Labor government but will not be continued by the
Baillieu government beyond December 2011.
The cut to funding will mean that families across Victoria will
be unable to access affordable, community-based occasional
child care to undertake tasks that benefit the family and allow
them to take a break.
The petitioners therefore request that the Baillieu government
reinstate funding for the Take a Break occasional child-care
program.

By Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(121 signatures).
Laid on table.

Kindergartens: funding
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council:
1.

2.

Victoria’s current baby boom and the COAG agreement
to increase kinder hours for all four-year-olds from 10 to
15 hours will mean that many more kindergarten places
will be required; and
the Baillieu government’s commitment of only
$15 million over four years will be unable to provide the
necessary expansion of kindergarten facilities.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria urgently call on the Baillieu government to
address this funding shortfall and significantly increase the
level of funding available to expand Victoria’s kindergartens.

To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the implications of
the new train timetable on the Belgrave-Lilydale line that has
dramatically reduced the services at Laburnum station with
fewer services to the city from 7.30–9.00 a.m. as more trains
run express through the station. This is causing inconvenience
to commuters.
The petitioners therefore request the reintroduction of express
services that stop at Laburnum station.

By Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(69 signatures).
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Acting Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on —
Biotechnology in Victoria: the Public Sector’s
Investment, August 2011.
Developing Cycling as a Safe and Appealing Mode of
Transport, August 2011.
Municipal Association of Victoria Insurance — Report,
2009–10.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 79.
Surveyor-General — Report on the Administration of the
Survey Co-ordination Act 1958, 2010–11.
Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiation Committee —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2010–11 report.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Mrs Peulich having given notice of motion:
The PRESIDENT — Order! I assume the attendant
will take away Mrs Peulich’s BlackBerry.
Mrs PEULICH — The notice has been emailed to
the Acting Clerk, and I assume it is in the process.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I indicate to members
that it is important, wherever possible — and I accept
that sometimes there are last-minute motions — to give
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notices to the Clerk before they are read out to make
sure that they conform with the rules of the house. I
accept that Mrs Peulich is an experienced member of
the house and it is most likely that all the motions of
which she gave notice yesterday and today will
conform with the requirements for notices, but it is in
members’ interests that, wherever possible, those
notices are lodged with the Clerk so they can be
checked.
An honourable member interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Yes, sometimes there
are spelling mistakes and all sorts of things.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Daffodil Day: 25th anniversary
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The date 26 August 2011 will mark the
25th anniversary of Daffodil Day in Australia, and I
congratulate Cancer Council Australia on its ongoing
commitment to this event.
For the past 25 years Daffodil Day has raised money
that has been put towards cancer treatment, prevention
and support services for both patients and their families.
It is the biggest national fundraising event of its type in
the Southern Hemisphere, and this year it is expected
that up to 10 000 volunteers will staff over
1200 Daffodil Day booths across Australia with the aim
of raising $9.5 million. Cancer is a leading cause of
death in Australia, and it is estimated that more than
43 000 people have died from cancer since 2010.
My family is only too aware of the devastating
consequences this disease has on people’s lives, having
just a few weeks ago reached the 20-year mark since
my older brother died after fighting a long battle with
cancer. I urge everyone in this place to donate
generously to Daffodil Day and to encourage their
friends, families and supporters to do the same.

Mike Morris
Mr TARLAMIS — On another matter, I would like
to add to the comments made by my colleague in this
chamber yesterday when paying tribute to Mike Morris
who passed away on 25 July at the age of 68.
I first met Mike in 1996 when I was a young electorate
officer working for Eddie Micallef, a former member
for Springvale, when Mike was writing ‘The Snout’
column for the former Dandenong Examiner. Mike was
a passionate advocate for multiculturalism and social
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justice who cared deeply for the little people and
expected governments of all persuasions to deliver
improvements to their lives. Mike had a quick wit
which was matched by his fearless writing and
impressive general knowledge attained from his love of
reading, especially history and the arts.
Mike would regularly pop into the office to trawl for
information hoping to pick up a juicy piece of gossip
for use in his column, which I too appeared in from
time to time. I, like many others, would eagerly await
his column each week to find what its contents would
hold. Mike was a unique character who left a lasting
impression on everyone who knew him.
The PRESIDENT — Time.

Sarah Anderson
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Imagine you had your first child just a few years ago.
She is almost four years old, but she cannot talk, walk
or even sit herself up. The doctors are doing their best,
but nobody knows exactly what is wrong with her. It
could happen to anyone; it happened to Sarah
Anderson. Sarah was born in 2007 with a rare genetic
metabolic disorder. As a result Sarah has severe
hypotonia. She also has severe developmental delay in
many areas and suffers from sleep apnoea and
uncontrolled epilepsy.
Sarah is the first Australian and only the 27th person in
the world to be diagnosed with sepiapterin reductase
deficiency. Since this diagnosis was made there have
been conflicting test results in the USA and Europe, so
Sarah does not have an official diagnosis. What seems
certain is that she has a metabolic disorder, and it seems
certain that Sarah’s condition is a world first. They do
not have a name for it yet, and because of this lack of
official diagnosis and the rarity of metabolic disorders it
has been extremely difficult for her parents to get
support. The federal government funding criteria seems
to be set up for children who have a diagnosis. If
medical science does not have a name for your specific
condition, you miss out. There are lots of great charities
around the world, but typically they do not help people
who do not have a specific diagnosis.
The condition is not curable, but with therapy and the
right equipment her parents, Melinda and Neil, could
get some help. They could borrow some money, but it
is going to strain them. I encourage the federal
government to try to help Sarah, and others could do so
by going to www.helpsarah.org.
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Forests: protection
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — As I rise
to speak this morning a group of heroic individuals are
walking into a logging coupe in the mountain forests
east of Melbourne in an attempt to protect our
legacy — the mountain forests of south-eastern
Australia, which comprise one of the most
carbon-dense ecosystems on earth. This is a scene that
has been played out endlessly over a quarter of a
century, since woodchipping was introduced into
Australia. The vast majority of Australian citizens
oppose this and support protection of these forests for
their values of water, wood, wildlife and carbon. The
logging operation is driven by the provision of
woodchips for export and for the Maryvale mill in
central Gippsland. That mill already receives 60 per
cent of its wood supply from plantations, and the
company has flagged a public discussion about its
future wood supply needs.
I am calling on all citizens to boycott Reflex paper until
such time as the company is willing to set a clear end
date for its woodchipping of native forests. These
forests also contain our Victorian faunal emblem, the
Leadbeater’s possum, which is endangered due to loss
of habitat driven chiefly by logging and the recent
catastrophic bushfires. The government must act to
protect this species; it is the government’s responsibility
to do so.

Geelong: hospitals
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — Geelong is
the second most populous city in Victoria, and it is
expected to maintain a growth rate of 2.6 per cent over
the next two decades. Not only does Geelong have a
large population but it also has an ageing population
that is significantly older than the average Australian.
In 2031 it is estimated that 26.9 per cent of people in
the Geelong region will be over the age of 65. As the
population ages it is more difficult for people to
accomplish everyday things. Older Victorians become
more fragile and require greater assistance in later life.
For an elderly man or woman, travelling to Melbourne
for medical treatment is difficult not only for them but
also for their family members. It becomes physically
and emotionally stressful being away for many hours or
days from their home, work and loved ones. This is
why it is important that our health system adapts to our
growing population and a second hospital is created in
Geelong.
I heard from a young person living in Barwon Heads
that when their family member recently stayed at a

2441

Melbourne hospital for an operation it was incredibly
hard for this young person to visit her family member
because she was not old enough to have a drivers
licence. Not being able to see this loved one going
through a hard time only makes a bad situation worse.
Not only would Geelong itself benefit from this change
but so would the whole region.
I would like to thank my work experience student,
Teegan Wilkie, for her assistance in preparing this
members statement.

Kolora-Noorat Football Netball Club:
achievements
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — During the
parliamentary recess I had the pleasure of attending a
number of important events in the western region which
served to reinforce my belief that western Victoria has a
bright future and a strong community spirit.
On 4 August I was honoured to receive an invitation
from the Kolora-Noorat Football Netball Club to open
its new change rooms at Noorat, near Terang. On this
occasion I represented the Minister for Sport and
Recreation as the Victorian government had contributed
$60 000 to the project. It was wonderful to see over
300 people drawn from a small community and
gathered to celebrate the opening. I congratulate the
club’s president, Simon Bourke, and the committee on
the work they have done to keep their club strong and
to cater both for players and for the surrounding
community.
I also take this opportunity to congratulate Brad
Johnson and David Mills, who have, respectively, won
the league’s best and fairest awards in the seniors and
reserves, and to wish all sides in all football and netball
teams in western Victoria the best of luck in the
upcoming finals.

Langi Morgala Museum
Mr O’BRIEN — I also had the pleasure of opening
the Stan Kelly 100th birthday exhibition at the Langi
Morgala Museum in Ararat. Stan Kelly was a highly
regarded botanical artist whose work was displayed on
the Australian passport released in 2009.
At this event I represented the Premier in his capacity
as Minister for the Arts. I was pleased to also open the
Goldfields Stories program run through Arts Victoria.
The goldfields stories range from the story of Stan
Kelly to the stories of Tilly Aston, from Maryborough,
who was a founder of Vision Australia, and the Cohen
brothers, from Bendigo. I congratulate the hardworking
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volunteers from the Langi Morgala Museum, in
particular Wayne Field, the president, and Phil Hands,
the treasurer, on their continuing efforts in preserving
Ararat’s history for current and future generations.

Volcano Dreaming exhibition
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — Can you
imagine the beauty of an open land, of a region
untouched by any buildings or slabs of concrete? I
know the Greens believe in such an environment, and I
know most members of The Nationals have lived that
life. There is an exhibition that is travelling around my
electorate called Volcano Dreaming. If members saw
it — and it would be amazing to have it in Queen’s
Hall, even for a short time — they would be stunned.
This production is created from over 3000 digital
photos to show the Iramoo plains and beyond, and it is
one of the most stunning works that you could ever see
about Australia’s amazing and spectacular biodiversity:
flowers, even amazing orchids that grow in the wild,
animals, ponds, rivers and natural grasslands such as
existed before concrete came to Melbourne.
I must congratulate the Environment Protection
Authority and our former minister, who funded this
project, as well as the people from Inherit Earth and
Victoria University, among many others, who have put
together something very special about the west: the
magic of our biodiversity as seen in a large collection of
photo panels.

Sheepvention
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I take this
opportunity to congratulate the Hamilton Pastoral and
Agricultural Society on another fabulous Sheepvention,
which was held on 1 and 2 August this year. The
weather was much more favourable this year, and that
no doubt contributed to the record number of people
attending Sheepvention, with a very noticeable increase
in patronage on the Monday. Whilst the attendance
figures almost always exceed those for the previous
year, this year’s sheep entries skyrocketed due to
renewed confidence in the wool industry.
It was also reported that there were strong attendances
at the various industry seminars offered at the new
pavilion. Sheepvention committee chairman, Philip
Baulch, said approximately 94 per cent of the stock
were sold, showing a high demand in the industry. He
also said:
Sheepvention went like clockwork this year, and that’s due to
some very organised staff and volunteers.
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Many people stopped at our stall to chat, raise issues,
take some information and sign petitions. We have
done this now for six years, and we do it because it is a
premier event in the region and draws crowds from all
over western Victoria. There was also a very
overwhelming response to our petition regarding library
funding, with many people signing the petition over the
two days. Community members were at a loss as to
why the Baillieu government would even consider
cutting funding for such an important service.
I need to advise the house that community members
also raised their disgust at the Baillieu government’s
decision to cut the Take a Break program. Again I
congratulate the Hamilton Pastoral and Agricultural
Society on another successful Sheepvention.

City of Hobsons Bay: men’s shed
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — During
the parliamentary break I had the pleasure of meeting
Daniel Kuiper, a volunteer coordinator at the Hobsons
Bay men’s shed. The shed is not only a place where
blokes can muck around with tools; it is also a great
social outlet, and gathering around the weekly barbecue
is quite an experience. The men’s shed assists in
teaching basic computer skills and even basic repairs.
The men’s shed contributes to the community by
making jigsaw puzzles that are then sent to East Timor.
I look forward to working with this organisation in the
future.

Heathdale: neighbourhood renewal project
Mr ELSBURY — I was also pleased to join the
people who were involved in the Heathdale
neighbourhood renewal project at the final evaluation
launch. The evaluation, titled ‘Where everybody is
somebody’, reflects the magnificent journey this
neighbourhood has gone through in building a united
spirit in a community which has been considered
disadvantaged. Through this work the Heathdale
wetlands have been cleaned up and transformed into a
centrepiece for the community. An annual festival is
well attended, with participants from all walks of life
getting involved, and the Wyndham council has backed
up these efforts with new facilities.

National Tree Day
Mr ELSBURY — I was also pleased to be able to
participate in National Tree Day on 31 July. In the
morning I joined a myriad of community groups and
energetic locals at Fairbairn Park in Ascot Vale West
on the banks of the Maribyrnong River, planting trees
and shovelling mulch. In the afternoon I joined the
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Tarneit North Residents Association in planting in a
neglected drain that runs along the aptly named
Conservation Drive in Tarneit.
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know what lines the members of the government will
mindlessly parrot for the next couple of hours.
Mr Drum — They will.

Mental health: Doncaster group
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The issue I raise
today is the funding cut of a Doncaster mental health
group. Up to 14 men regularly attended the group,
which provided outings, lunches, speakers and
opportunities to play pool, cook and go on fishing
expeditions. I met with some of the members of this
group, who were devastated at the loss. They told me of
the sense of community, engagement and belonging
they felt when they attended these functions. This is a
vulnerable group of men, many of whom suffer
anxiety, depression and other associated mental health
conditions. Without the services of the mental health
group there is a risk of these men suffering increased
loneliness, social isolation and associated mental health
risks.
A new service provider, Neami, has been engaged and
is reviewing the services that have been provided. I
urge Neami to work with the group and take a
compassionate approach to ensure that it provides the
services that meet the needs of the community.

GOVERNMENT: PERFORMANCE
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
That this house condemns the Baillieu government for —
(1) failing to outline plans to secure and create jobs in
Victoria; and
(2) choosing to cut funding for employment programs,
support for apprentices, JobWatch, libraries and child
care.

Mr LENDERS — I take up Mr Drum’s interjection,
‘They will’. They will mindlessly parrot Josephine
Cafagna’s lines for the next couple of hours because
they are in defence mode about a record that is
non-existent.
To go through what happened up to the election last
December, we had an opposition that sought to be a
small target. It promised all things to all people and had
no vision for the future. It said economic strategy was
all about manufacturing and agriculture — and I will
get to manufacturing, agriculture and the mute voices
from the Goulburn Valley.
I see the Minister for Housing — the courageous
champion of jobs in the Goulburn Valley — has just
walked into the house. Every day when in opposition
she raised an adjournment matter about this, but in her
first nine months in government she did not once
mention the word ‘jobs’. It was only after Tim Pallas,
the member for Tarneit in the Assembly, spoke outside
her electorate office and told WIN TV she had never
mentioned jobs that at the first opportunity in this
house — her 90-second statement — she mentioned
jobs about five times. This is the leadership we get from
this government: they think they are in opposition, they
react and they move forward.
Hon. W. A. Lovell interjected.
Mr LENDERS — The only enlightening thing I
found in being outside Ms Lovell’s office was a dead
mouse — which had had more policy input than the
minister!
Hon. W. A. Lovell interjected.

I move this motion today because this is a serious issue
facing the state of Victoria. We are now entering what
many would say is a second global financial crisis. We
have watched the European Central Bank, the US
Federal Reserve and today’s crisis meeting of German
Chancellor Merkel and French President Sarkozy.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! I remind the house that there will be ample time
for everybody to debate this matter. I ask members to
refrain from constant interjection so that I can hear the
person who has the call.

The world is an unstable place. That is the reality, and it
is not the fault of the Baillieu government. However,
what we have from this government today is no plan for
the future of the state — no plan, and no flexibility.
What we have from this government is a rudderless
ship. Not only that; there is no imagination being used
as to where it is going. I just saw the Government Whip
distributing Josephine Cafagna’s cheat sheets to
members of the government, giving them their lines. I

Mr LENDERS — We have a total policy vacuum
and nothing new from the now government. If we look
at what has happened in the last nine months, we see
that the government took pride in its budget, saying it
had delivered on all its promises. Other than the
massively broken promise of a pay rise for
65 000 teachers, which it never delivered, never could
deliver and never intended to deliver, the government
went through a series of micro-initiatives. If a party has
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promised something, it should deliver and put a tick.
But the government has not understood that it needs to
govern, and since the election the world has changed.
Mr Drum, who likes to think he is an advocate for
regional Victoria, well knows that the dollar went up
almost 20 per cent in value, then went down and then
went up. An inflexible policy to try to deal with that
does not address the issue. On this side of the house our
starting point is that the government has no plan and
ought be condemned for having no plan.
What is the role of government? I will take this
opportunity to quote the Minister for Innovation,
Services and Small Business, Louise Asher. In the last
sitting week she made the comment that:
… there is a fundamental point of philosophical difference
between the opposition and the government, and that is that
the opposition seems to think the government’s role is to
provide jobs.

The government ‘will allow the private sector to create
jobs’. On the face of it, that is sound: it is not the
government’s job to create jobs. The government is
14 per cent of the economy; the other 86 per cent is the
private sector, and that is the fastest growing sector.
However, what Ms Asher outlined is this government’s
total head-in-the-sand, ostrich mentality that somehow
or other, like King Canute, it can hold up its hands and
just assume it has no responsibility. If the philosophy is
that there is no role for government in employment,
why is Louise Asher drawing a salary as the Minister
for Innovation, Services and Small Business? If there is
no role for government in creating jobs, why is
Mr Dalla-Riva drawing a salary? If there is no role for
government in creating jobs, why do we have so many
ministers in chauffeur-driven cars driving around the
state doing round tables? The first thing this
government needs to do is get its act together and work
out whether it has any responsibility.
Since the budget was released more than
1000 manufacturing jobs have gone in Victoria. I am
not blaming the government for the decisions of
individual companies to downsize their workforce, but I
am disappointed that the government does not seem to
care. It does not have a plan. Mr Drum scratches his
head and grimaces, but in his electorate in the Goulburn
Valley, in towns like Girgarre and Mooroopna, jobs are
being shed in vast numbers. In Mr Ramsay’s electorate
National Foods has shed jobs, yet this government’s
solution is to have the Minister for Manufacturing,
Exports and Trade drive up in his big white car and
have another round table discussion. There is no plan,
no action.
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If we consider what happened in Shepparton and
Mooroopna, we can see it was not rocket science; it was
clear to anyone who paid even the scantest attention
that Coca-Cola Amatil was going to have a board
meeting last week and make decisions on the future of
manufacturing in Kyabram, Shepparton and
Mooroopna. That was evident even to Mr Drum,
Mrs Peulich and the Premier, who could not be
bothered to go to Shepparton. They could have driven
to Coca-Cola Amatil’s headquarters in Hawthorn,
which is not even past the end of the tram tracks, to ask
the question. I know it is difficult for members of The
Nationals to get out to regional Victoria these days
because they are so busy in Melbourne, but even if they
had bothered to go to Hawthorn to talk to the
management of Coca-Cola Amatil, they would have
known that these big decisions were being made.
What did the government do? I cannot recall the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development even
gracing Shepparton with his presence over the last few
weeks on this issue. He is busy being a member of the
Budget and Expenditure Review Committee in
Melbourne; he is busy micromanaging police numbers
in individual stations; he is busy getting ready an
advertisement for the job of Chief Commissioner of
Police, which took him weeks to do; he is busy
slagging off people on the bushfire royal commission;
and he is busy doing commentaries on what Labor had
done and a whole range of other things. But did the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development grace the
people of Shepparton with a visit? If he did, he was
remarkably quiet about it, because I do not recall seeing
it reported anywhere in the media.
The Minister for Agriculture and Food Security is a
good man; he came through and showed some
empathy. The Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and
Trade went up and did another round table. We even
had the Minister for Small Business saunter up to
Shepparton to have a look. But did they do anything?
Ms Lovell, one of the two ministers who is a local
member, put on the record the terrible tyrannies of
federal Labor. Somehow or other it is the carbon tax
that is responsible, it is federal Labor that is responsible
and it is state Labor that is responsible. Someone is
responsible, but not the state government — —
Mr Leane — Not them.
Mr LENDERS — Not the state government,
Mr Leane; absolutely not the state government. A series
of ministers flocked to Shepparton, but not the Deputy
Premier, or if he did, he did it without Josephine
Cafagna’s spin masters around him. All of that
happened.
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In the meantime we had the job figures from the
Australian Bureau of Statistics, which show that
unemployment in Victoria has gone from 4.6 per cent
to 5.1 per cent — and we do not yet have a carbon tax.
We have seen 28 500 fewer full-time jobs in Victoria,
and the state government simply goes out to blame
someone else.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LENDERS — You can have the squattocracy
on the government backbenches making class warfare
commentary — —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I love interjections from
squatters; they remind me of why the Labor Party needs
to stand up to them. We need action, and that comment
does not come from me. I would like to draw the
attention of the house to an article in that News Ltd
publication and great friend of the Labor Party the
Weekly Times, of 3 August, which states:
A perfect storm is tearing apart regional Victoria’s economy.

To show I am balanced, the Weekly Times goes through
a few issues which regional Victoria has with the
federal government, including uncertainty on the
carbon tax, so I am not hiding from any of that. But it
goes through a critique and at the end says:
Regional Victoria can’t rely on the federal government to
help …
It’s time Mr Ryan took on the role of Premier for country
Victoria, as his predecessor John Brumby once did.

It says you cannot rely on Liberal members of
Parliament either. It is interesting that some Liberal
MPs are very loud in this place, but even the Weekly
Times thinks things should be left up to The Nationals,
so I am on Mr Drum’s side sometimes.
The important thing about the Weekly Times article is
that it goes through a critique saying that regional
Victoria needs a champion and it is not enough to have
a series of ministers swanning around and looking busy
and no-one taking any responsibility for fixing the
problems.
I was in Shepparton with my colleague the member for
Tarneit in the other place a couple of weeks ago, before
the Coca-Cola Amatil announcement. It is interesting to
note that when I met with the Shepparton council, when
I met with businesses in Shepparton and when I met
with farmers and a range of others I did not know that
there are 80 shops vacant in Shepparton at the moment.
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Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I will take up Mr Ramsay’s
inane interjection. State Labor invested $1 billion in
stage 1 — —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! Mr Ramsay has been constantly interjecting
since Mr Lenders started his contribution. I suggest that
if he has something to contribute, he should put his
name on the speakers list like other members have.
Mr LENDERS — State Labor invested $1 billion in
the food bowl modernisation program. The current
government is spruiking its $1 billion regional fund as
if it is something unique and special. On this single
project state Labor invested $1 billion in the Goulburn
Valley, yet the best the Liberal Party and The Nationals
can do over eight years is promise that amount for the
whole of Victoria, including the interface councils. If
we are talking about a party that tries to stand up for
regional Victoria, we are talking about the Labor Party
and we are talking about the legacy of John Brumby.
We are not talking about the feeble, overcommitted
promises of the coalition.
A single project, which Mr Ramsay likes to mock,
involved more capital expenditure in the Goulburn
Valley than the entire fund that Mr Ryan, the Deputy
Premier, is running around beating his chest about and
saying how important and big it is. It is an interesting
perspective.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LENDERS — The next step of that is the next
$900 million from the commonwealth. It is interesting
to hear Mr Ramsay’s interjection about that. The
money was on the table when state Labor lost office.
The money is still on the table, but guess what? The
coalition will not sign up to $900 million worth of
infrastructure for the Goulburn Valley. Even if the
coalition did sign up for $900 million worth of
infrastructure for the Goulburn Valley, the authority
would struggle to meet the deadlines and do it because
Mr Walsh, the Deputy Leader of The Nationals, has
conducted a witch-hunt. He has put the Ombudsman
right through that organisation to score political points.
How are the senior management and the rest of that
organisation going to plan any works for a $900 million
project when they are being investigated by the
Ombudsman on a daily basis? Because of what
Mr Walsh has done to score political points by getting
back at farmers who dared to stand up to The Nationals,
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that project has now slowed down and there are
80 empty shops in Shepparton.
A local member for Northern Victoria Region,
Ms Lovell, is silent as a dead mouse outside her
electorate office when it comes to jobs until Tim Pallas,
the member for Tarneit in the other place, goes into her
town, stands outside her office and says that she has not
mentioned jobs once. At the first opportunity she comes
in here and in a 90-second statement keeps on
mentioning that word. Talk about reactive! Talk about
responsive! It took Tim Pallas — —
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small business by getting the $900 million of stage 2 of
the food bowl project going and getting jobs in town
than all of those ministers doing round tables and
collectively blaming the federal government. I suggest
he take some action. If he thinks the state should be run
better than the VFF (Victorian Farmers Federation) was
under him in deficit, I suggest he actually go and do
something and get his act together.
The Weekly Times, not the Labor Party, is making the
assessment of what is happening to regional Victoria
without a champion. The Weekly Times article of
3 August goes on:

An honourable member interjected.
Mr LENDERS — She will not take a break, and
she will not take it back. It took Tim Pallas standing
outside her office and saying to her community that she
had not mentioned the word ‘jobs’ once in this house
for nine months for her to make a political response that
is so typical of this government. She ran into the house
and said, ‘Jobs, jobs, jobs, jobs!’ — only because Tim
Pallas held her to account.
Ms Pulford interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Ms Pulford is correct. There was
a dead mouse outside Ms Lovell’s office, and there was
more policy on jobs out of that dead mouse than there
was out of the Liberal and Nationals parties.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LENDERS — That is right; the dead mouse
was taking a break. What you have then is — —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I take up the squatter’s
interjection about small business. There are 80 shops
that are empty in Shepparton now. There is
$900 million in capital works from food bowl 2 ready
to go if Peter Walsh will just put his big signature on
the letter. That $900 million for jobs will do more for
small business in Shepparton than every single coalition
minister circling the town in their white car and
consulting. It will do more than that.
I would suggest to Mr Ramsay that before he goes
down to the billabong and grabs a sheep, or whatever
he wants to do, if Mr Dalla-Riva, Mr Ryan — assuming
he gets there — the Minister for Local Government,
Mrs Powell, Ms Lovell, Mr Rich-Phillips, the Minister
for Innovation, Services and Small Business, Ms Asher,
and whoever else is in the kitchen trying to stir the
broth goes there and holds round tables, he will do
more for the 80 empty shops in Shepparton and for

Developers have warned regional Victoria will lose out on up
to $4 billion in wind farm investments if the state government
persists with a restrictive 2-kilometre setback for turbines
from homes.

It is interesting that the coalition loves to slag off on the
carbon tax. Everything, probably even the dead mouse
outside Ms Lovell’s office, was killed because of the
carbon tax. It is responsible for everything bad. But
what the coalition forgets — and it is not my job to give
a critique of federal Labor’s carbon tax — is that one of
the parts of this climate change package is support for
solar industry. The Weekly Times itself, in its article,
says this is one aspect of the commonwealth legislation
that will actually create jobs in regional Victoria. By the
way, I met with Country Alliance in Shepparton, and it
would be a much better place if Country Alliance were
here, rather than Mrs Petrovich, I might add. Perhaps
the Greens might reflect on her comments on the duck
shooting motion before they give her preferences again.
But I digress.
It is interesting that the solar energy sector and wind
farms are providing jobs in regional Victoria. Again,
the Weekly Times says:
Victoria needs leadership in the face of so much uncertainty.
But it appears there’s no-one at the helm of the ‘good ship
Country Victoria’.

The article goes on:
Some would argue Mr Ryan is overwhelmed with work as
Deputy Premier, minister for police, emergency services,
bushfire response, regional and rural development.

Ms Pulford — Co-Premier.
Mr LENDERS — Co-Premier; that is right,
Ms Pulford. The article says:
There’s no doubt his police portfolio has been ‘challenging’,
especially with Premier Ted Baillieu’s office’s unwanted
interventions.
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But Mr Ryan has managed to hand responsibility for
every difficult aspect to someone else. He has given the
bushfire response to other ministers; fire planning to
Mr Guy; he has given powerlines to the energy
minister, Mr O’Brien; and he has given the fire services
levy to the Treasurer, Mr Wells. There is no doubt he
has got other things to do, but we are talking of
coalition heartland here.
Mr Ramsay — Why are you quoting Peter Hunt all
the time?
Mr LENDERS — Probably Peter Hunt made some
adverse comment about the VFF’s red ink when
Mr Ramsay was president; that is probably why he does
not like Peter Hunt. But this is the Weekly Times
reporting here. It says:
Mr Ryan has to step in on the debate about the Goulburn
Valley’s future. He must back his water minister, Peter
Walsh, on gaining $953 million …

Through you, Acting President, to Mr Ramsay. The
Weekly Times thinks Peter Ryan should back Peter
Walsh on getting that money for stage 2 of the northern
Victoria irrigation program.
The theme through all of this is that Victoria needs
someone at the helm, and what we are seeing in
regional Victoria is no-one at the helm. Mr Ryan is
spending more time swanning around Melbourne and
around official functions being the co-Premier, and he
has forgotten his heartland.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I take up Mr Drum’s interjection.
Mr Drum thinks he is the Premier, not the co-Premier,
so it is the Ryan-Baillieu government now.
What we have here is an extraordinary lack of action.
Regional Victoria has some incredibly strong things
going for it at the moment. There is more water around
than there has probably been in the time that all of us
have been here. The storages are basically full, with a
few exceptions. Dartmouth is more than two-thirds full,
and Eildon and Hume are well over 90 per cent full, so
there is reliability. The dryland farmers welcomed the
rain over the last few days. There are extraordinary
opportunities there. The dollar has come down by 8 or
9 per cent in the last week. There are opportunities
going around there, but of course in all of this we need
leadership.
Mr Drum — It hasn’t come down 8 or 9 per cent at
all.
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Mr LENDERS — Mr Drum, $1.11 down to $1.01
and back again; it has moved around. If you actually
read some of these things and opened up something
beyond the sports pages, you might work out that it has
gone up and down. It is a fact; it has gone up and down
by that amount in the last few weeks. You may not
wish to read that, but that is a fact. It is called the trade
of the Australian dollar. It happens every day. It is
there. If you actually look at that, you might notice it.
The dollar is weaker than it was, which is of assistance
to farmers, but you cannot just rely on that; you need to
act as the government. It is interesting that when the
former Premier, John Brumby, was minister for
regional development and when Jacinta Allan, the
member for Bendigo East in the Assembly, was
minister for regional development there was a minister
for jobs with whom the buck stopped whether those
ministers liked that or did not like that. It was not
pleasant for John Brumby or Jacinta Allan to be the
minister with whom the buck stopped, but they were.
That is what they were paid for. What is the jobs policy
of this government? As literally the very first act of this
government the first administrative order of Premier
Baillieu was to increase the cabinet by 10 per cent. His
jobs policy was two more ministers.
Ms Pulford — How does that fit with the whole
workforce productivity thing?
Mr LENDERS — It is interesting, Ms Pulford, how
it fits with workforce productivity. Then it is all about
public sector workers. Even though police and teachers
in particular were promised higher wages, that promise
was broken instantly. It had as much credibility as that
dead mouse outside Ms Lovell’s office. We have these
extra two ministers, but if we look at who is responsible
for jobs in regional Victoria we have Mr Ryan at
question time in the Assembly like something out of
some pyramid selling convention, where he is in there
saying, ‘We’ve got this billion dollars. Isn’t it
wonderful?’, and then he pats on the head very
paternally whichever Nationals party member asked
him his Dorothy Dixer and says, ‘Isn’t that person
wonderful? We’ve got a billion dollars out there’. He
even praised Mr Drum during one of his answers
during question time — —
Mr Drum — On a point of order, President, if
Mr Lenders is going to copy Mr Ryan, I need to copy
Ms Allan and call a point of order.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Mr Drum — He just called me Crazy Mr Drum!
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Mr LENDERS — I did not. Check the tape — I
said, ‘He praised Mr Drum’.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! I advise Mr Drum that there is no point of order,
and I remind him that when he speaks he should do so
from his place.
Mr LENDERS — I understand Mr Drum’s
concern, but I actually said, ‘He praised Mr Drum’. I
know it does not happen very often, but Mr Ryan did
praise Mr Drum!
Mr Drum — You couldn’t believe it!
Mr LENDERS — No, I could not believe it; I did
double-check. Mr Ryan, the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development, got up as if he were at a pyramid
selling convention and praised all these people about
his $1 billion, which, for the record, is less over eight
years, including the local government infrastructure
program, than what Labor provided for a single
project — namely, the food bowl. What we have here
now — —
Mr Drum — What are we saying — less than
what?
Mr LENDERS — It is less than the food bowl,
which is in Mr Drum’s electorate. Remember that big
infrastructure project for which we waited for 70 years
and which Labor delivered in Mr Drum’s electorate?
The food bowl; that is what it is. If we look at what is
happening now, it is very interesting. Nobody has
responsibility. The previous Premier, Mr Brumby, and
the previous Minister for Regional and Rural
Development, Ms Allan, were responsible. The buck
stopped with them. Now we have Mr Ryan spruiking
about how wonderful his $1 billion is all the time as if
he is at some pyramid selling convention, but whenever
you need it — such as $1.9 million for the Take a Break
program, which actually helps working people get into
the workforce — he cannot do it.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I suggest that Mr Ramsay read
the Weekly Times again, as he might find a nice analysis
in it. I think it is on page 7 today — it might be on
page 5, I stand corrected — and it describes Take a
Break. It reports that the federal government gave
Victoria $20 million for early childhood funding, and
Victoria took it. There was a shortage in funding for
Take a Break and Labor plugged the hole, as did most
other state governments. Now the claim is that it is not
a priority. Mr Ryan has $1 billion, but he cannot find
$1.9 million to help hundreds of working regional
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Victorians, predominantly women, get into the
workforce with educational child care by being able to
apply for jobs. It is interesting that it has been said that
it is federal Labor’s fault, but the New South Wales
Liberal government does not think it is federal Labor’s
fault. The Western Australian Liberal government does
not think it is federal Labor’s fault. But Mr Ramsay, in
loyally defending Ms Lovell, thinks it is federal Labor’s
fault.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! I suggest that if Mr Ramsay has something to
contribute, he should put his name on the speakers list.
He has been consistently interjecting. I understand that
there will be some interjections from time to time, but
he has been consistently yelling out during the debate. I
ask him to refrain from doing so.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Ryan, despite spruiking his
$1 billion fund endlessly, will not make any of it
available for occasional care and he will not make any
of it available for all the other projects that would assist
with creating jobs in regional Victoria. I give credit to
Mr Walsh, the Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security. He has been to Shepparton and he has been
trying to talk to some of the farmers and to find
solutions, but he has not found them. Mr Dalla-Riva
has also been to Shepparton. I guess he is running
around doing his job as Minister for Manufacturing,
Exports and Trade. I am sure he has met his key
performance indicator of having multiple round tables
in Shepparton.
The problem with this government is that nobody has
responsibility for jobs. In this house if we ask a
question of Mr Rich-Phillips, as the Minister
responsible for the Aviation Industry, which is an
important job generator, he says, ‘No, it is a question
for the Minister for Public Transport’, ‘No, it is a
question for the Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business’ or ‘No, it is a question for the Minister
for So and So’. We have a Minister responsible for the
Aviation Industry, but if you ask him a question, he
ducks and weaves. He never answers a question from
the opposition on aviation; it is always for someone
else. Aviation is a big generator of jobs in Victoria.
Yesterday Mr Rich-Phillips got up and proudly claimed
credit for a project funded and started by Jacinta Allan,
the former Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. Mr Rich-Phillips was saying what a
wonderful thing that project is, and it is. What we have
is Mr Rich-Phillips being responsible for nothing,
Mr Dalla-Riva being responsible for round tables and
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Ms Asher being responsible for the investment support
fund, which is no longer linked to Regional
Development Victoria. I commend the government for
appointing a chief executive of Regional Development
Victoria this week, nine months after coming into
office.
I doubt that the government is even vaguely serious
about finding solutions, and this is where Ms Asher’s
comment is so prophetic. The government does not
care; it is not its responsibility. I said it does not care,
but that is unfair; it does not see it as its responsibility,
so of course nobody will take any responsibility for it.
Ms Asher has responsibility for the industry support
fund, not the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and
Trade, yet how, if there is an international company
wanting to invest in the Goulburn Valley and it talks to
Melbourne bureaucrats in the Department of Business
and Innovation, is it meant to connect with Regional
Development Victoria and make a placement? Regional
Development Victoria did not even have a chief
executive until this week. It does not have a minister
who takes responsibility for it, and that is before you
even get into what the roles are of the ministers whose
electorates cover Shepparton, Jeanette Powell and
Wendy Lovell, in trying to find jobs in that great city.
We have 80 empty shops in central Shepparton, we
have unemployment going up and we have
manufacturers closing down their plants, but we do not
have a plan. What makes not having a plan even worse
is that, as I said at the start of my remarks, while the
government takes great pride in saying it is honouring
its election commitments — and I welcome it
honouring its micro commitments, but it has blatantly
broken its macro promises, like the one on teachers
wages — the world has changed, and it needs a plan to
go forward. Of Peter Ryan’s much-vaunted $1 billion
fund over eight years — of which only half is funded
and which is less than what Labor provided for the food
bowl by itself — 70 per cent is for election
commitments.
It is good to honour commitments, but where is the
flexibility for the Goulburn Valley and what will the
future hold when this government has straitjacketed
itself because it did not think it was going to be elected?
It promised all things to all people, and now it is trying
to deal with the global financial crisis mark 2, which is
affecting real people in real jobs in real places every
day. The government needs to have a plan for
infrastructure to prosper and to grow, and it needs to
have a plan for regional jobs, which means more than
Mr Dalla-Riva doing another round table and it means
more than just — finally, after nine months —
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appointing a chief executive of Regional Development
Victoria.
In closing I will also talk about what the government
has done to cut off some of the opportunities for job
generation. Unlike Ms Asher’s view that the
government has no role, we believe government can
play a role. The government has slashed funding for
employment projects. In terms of apprenticeships, the
completion bonus is gone. I hope Ms Cafagna has put
something in about that in her cheat notes, which
government MPs will parrot back in the house, because
it is gone. JobWatch has been slashed. There was a
fantastic backflip on libraries. They probably got
funding because the Premier thought it was a circus for
the arts, but the government did a backflip, and I give it
credit for that.
The government is a total and absolute disgrace on
child care. For families in the Goulburn Valley trying to
find new jobs, occasional care is critical to them having
the time to apply for those jobs, to do the applications
and to go to the interviews. Peter Ryan has $1 billion
which he boasts about at every possible moment, yet
there is no money for the fundamental things. Take a
Break could become for Wendy Lovell what the Grey
Sisters was for former Minister for Health Marie Tehan.
It will be one of those symbolic acts of the government,
which does not care and slashes programs that assist
women. It will become Wendy Lovell’s Grey Sisters. It
beggars belief that the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development, who beats his chest and boasts about his
$1 billion fund, could go to every regional community
and Victoria’s small country towns and say, ‘We
cannot assist you with occasional care to look for
jobs’ — —
Mr Drum — You want us to spend it on child care,
do you?
Mr LENDERS — To look for jobs, Mr Drum —
that four-letter word ‘jobs’. I know Mr Drum does not
like hearing the word ‘jobs’. Mr Ryan said he has
$1 billion to help Victoria grow. If Mr Drum thinks that
anybody in the Labor Party is going to resile from the
fact that Take a Break helps women in the Goulburn
Valley get jobs, and if Mr Drum thinks for a
nanosecond that anybody in the Labor Party will resile
from defending the right of women in the Goulburn
Valley to have occasional care so they can apply for
jobs and recover from the shocks to the city of
Shepparton and to places outside Shepparton such as
Mooroopna and Girgarre, where people have been
losing their jobs, then he has rocks in his head. He
cannot see the connection involving members of The
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Nationals running around saying, ‘We’ve got $1 billion
for regional Victoria’.
The government has removed the infrastructure criteria
that Labor put in place and said, ‘We will spend it’. I
say to Mr Drum that before the election Mr Ryan will
have in front of him marginal seats on the interface.
This money has to be spent on halls and libraries — —
Mr Drum — You know that’s not right.
Mr LENDERS — He will, Mr Drum. I would be
happy to put a bet on it with Mr Drum. I bet Mr Drum
that by election day Mr Ryan will be spending money
from that fund in the outer suburbs of Melbourne, not
the bush, because there is a marginal electorate that
needs a library, a sporting facility or that little bit of
extra money. I say to Mr Drum that his leader will be
diverting money from the fund for regional Victoria to
the outer suburbs of Melbourne, because his Liberal
Party masters have told him to do it. The Liberals’
master, Josephine Cafagna, whose notes Mr Drum will
slavishly read back to me, will say, ‘You need to do
that for an outer suburban seat’. That is what will
happen. That is what everybody in regional Victoria
knows, and that is why regional Victorians are so
disappointed that The Nationals have forgotten who
they represent and have just become a party for
Melbourne and a party of government.
I think I have said enough. The case I have made — —
Mr Koch interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Koch may say, ‘Dream on’,
but let me take up his interjection. The Nationals is a
party of form. Is it any wonder The Nationals lost all
those rural electorates to rural Independents? Every
time they are in government they lose them. Is it any
wonder they keep on losing their base? What is
different about The Nationals when they are in
government? The Nationals have white cars. They are
swanning around Melbourne at every function they can
be at to be near the Governor or Prince William. They
hang around Melbourne, they travel overseas and they
forget their base.
What are people saying to me in rural Victoria? I have
been to regional Victoria 34 times this year, and on
many occasions people say to me, ‘We just don’t see
The Nationals anymore now they are in government.
They’re too busy’.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LENDERS — All power to their arm! I reckon
a constituent in Shepparton would get more response
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from that dead mouse outside Wendy Lovell’s office
than they would from the incumbent, because Wendy
Lovell is in Melbourne; she is not in Shepparton.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr O’Brien says she is not from
The Nationals. I accept that he has standards; I give him
credit for that. But the eight ministers who claim to
represent rural Victoria are a great disappointment to
rural Victoria. That is what their constituents say.
We have a motion before the house today which says:
That this house condemns the Baillieu government for —
(1) failing to outline plans to secure and create jobs …

That case is established. There is no plan other than that
involving Mr Dalla-Riva having a round table, election
commitments that were made before the global
financial crisis and choosing to cut funding for
employment programs, JobWatch, libraries, child care
and support for apprentices. The case is made; the
government ought to be condemned. Victorians expect
more than eight rural ministers driving around in cars
while the Goulburn Valley calls for help.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — We have
just been berated and entertained — I am not terribly
certain what terms to use — by the Leader of the
Opposition speaking on the motion before the Chair
this morning. I think the motion says much more about
the opposition than it says about the government.
Mr Lenders said when he started his contribution that
the world has changed. The theme of the changing
world was a very big part of his contribution to the
debate. When they listened to the tirade, members
recalled that the world has significantly changed for
Mr Lenders. He is no longer in government; he is no
longer the Treasurer; he is not even the Minister for
Education, which is a job I know he particularly liked.
If Mr Lenders spoke about the white cars once in this
chamber, he spoke about them a thousand times.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mrs COOTE — I just remind members that he has
not lost his white car; he still has it. He still has a large,
white car; he still thinks those cars are an issue. He also
referred to some sort of cheat sheet from Josephine
Cafagna. I have no idea what the cheat sheet is. What I
received while Mr Lenders was on his feet was handed
to me by one of the attendants and was about a meeting
to do with carbon credits and the land-based sector to
be held at Parliament House. It was from the presiding
officers. There was no cheat sheet for me from
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Josephine Cafagna. Mr Lenders must know more than I
do. I can assure members I will not be referring to any
cheat sheet put out by Josephine Cafagna or anybody
else.
I suggest Mr Lenders’s tirade was based on sour grapes.
It was entertaining in parts. I think as Mr Ramsay so
rightly said, the Weekly Times article by Peter Hunt
seemed to be the focus of Mr Lenders’s entire
contribution to the debate this morning: it was one
journalist, one paper and one theme. This really is a
case of sour grapes and regret. As Mr Lenders gets into
his white car this evening to go home to suburban
Melbourne I hope he reflects on how lucky he is. As he
swans around he should reflect on that white car and
jobs — that car is presumably giving a chauffeur a job.
Mr Lenders would agree with that; I can see him
nodding his head.
This motion gives us an enormous opportunity to put
on record some really good work the Baillieu
government has achieved in a very short period of time.
I am going to go into this matter in great detail because
there are many very good stories involving areas right
across Victoria, including regional and rural Victoria
and metropolitan Victoria.
At the outset I would like to remind Mr Lenders of the
plethora of unfunded programs that his government left
behind. These were unfunded programs that we did not
know about when we came into government last year.
There were unfunded programs that were going to be
rebadged and put out there under a different theme
under the previous Labor government; however, no
recurrent expenditure was detailed for some really
worthwhile programs that were in place but had no
ongoing funding.
When we came to look at our election promises and see
what we could do with the budget, we got a significant
number of surprises. As Mr Lenders himself and the
Labor Party would have to acknowledge, the funding
we put into the first budget brought down by the
Baillieu government supported our election promises.
The electorate knows that. If members ask anyone from
any part of Victoria if we have kept our election
promises, they will find that every sector, every cohort
of people and every organisation will say that that is
indeed the case.
Mr Lenders also spoke about broken promises,
micro-initiatives and delivering more in the budget.
This is all a huge amount of rhetoric. It is his attempt at
opposition. As I said in a comment yesterday, this
opposition still has its training wheels on, and the
training wheels are going to be there for a very long
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time. However, when members of this government
were in opposition we listened to the people, we dealt
with the organisations, we went down to the micro
levels, we went down to the people at the coalface and
we went out and spoke to people and listened to people
right across this state, just as Mr Dalla-Riva is doing
currently. The round tables berated by Mr Lenders in
his diatribe are actually a way for us to listen to what
people are saying, to get feedback from people and to
understand what their current issues are.
The former government — the Bracks government and
then the Brumby government following it — neglected
to listen to the people, and that was one of the major
reasons it was thrown out. There is no need to berate
the round tables; the round tables are an integral way of
understanding what the people of Victoria are currently
thinking and what their reactions are to changes in the
world financial system and how that is going to impact
on them. Minister Dalla-Riva is out there listening very
well.
Mr Lenders said there needed to be someone from rural
Victoria at the helm. He then spent considerable time
berating Mr Peter Ryan, and he did so totally
unjustifiably. Mr Ryan has done an excellent job right
across Victoria. I remind Mr Lenders that he has a very
short memory; it is like a selective history.
Mr Lenders’s very short memory means he forgets that
in the Bracks government there was no-one in a senior
leadership position such as the current Deputy Premier
who was from the country. I seem to recall that when
he was Premier, Mr Bracks had Mr Hulls.
Mr Koch — No cabinet ministers!
Mrs COOTE — As Mr Koch said in his
interjection, there were no cabinet ministers from the
country either. Then we had Mr Brumby, and
Mr Brumby again had as his Deputy Premier Mr Hulls,
who is not from the country or a rural area at all. What
sort of importance did the last government attach to
rural people holding positions in government? It could
not even give a leadership position to anyone from rural
or regional Victoria. It is on the record. I do not need to
say any more, as it is out there for everyone to know.
Another issue that Mr Lenders went on about at length
was Shepparton and the Goulburn Valley. I remind the
chamber about an excellent contribution made in here
yesterday by Ms Lovell during her members statement,
and I encourage the chamber to have a look at it. The
people of Shepparton understand that the things that are
causing the loss of jobs are issues in which the federal
government is directly involved — that is, food
labelling laws, the threat of increased costs due to the
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carbon tax, federal government policies such as the
re-regulation of awards through so-called
modernisation and the strong Australian dollar — and I
acknowledge that Mr Lenders spoke about the strong
Australian dollar.
There are other issues at stake, but I now want to go
into quite a lot of detail. I hope Mr Lenders will take
note of some of the programs I am going to mention,
because when he gives us an opportunity to get up and
talk about our achievements we will give him another
list of things that the Baillieu government has done. We
have been in government for a very short time.
November last year was not that long ago, and a great
deal has been achieved. I would like to start with the
jobs in Mr Dalla-Riva’s portfolio area.
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well-paid and rewarding work for Victorians — this is
what the Minister for Employment and Industrial
Relations advises me — is ensure that our business is
the best and most competitive in our own domestic
markets, which is extremely important. We will
encourage more and more businesses to equip
themselves to compete with global markets. We are a
global player, and that is very important.
I would like to start with and talk at length about
JobWatch. Labor’s ill-informed and alarmist attacks on
the funding of JobWatch are full of hypocrisy. I want to
refer to notes on this, because it is important for me to
get it right and then to put it properly into — —
Mr Lenders interjected.

The statistics speak for themselves, and I would like to
reiterate that since the coalition government came into
office in Victoria there have been 22 100 new jobs
generated in this state. I would like to repeat that. Since
the coalition government came to power, with Premier
Baillieu and Minister Dalla-Riva, there have been
22 100 new jobs generated in Victoria. Since December
2010 there have been more jobs created in Victoria than
in any other state, and Victoria now has the
second-lowest unemployment rate of any state other
than Western Australia. Let me say this again: Victoria
now has the second-lowest unemployment rate of any
state other than Western Australia.

Mrs COOTE — This is not from Josephine
Cafagna. It was the previous government that in 2009
commissioned a report by Professor Susan Campbell
into the funding arrangements for JobWatch. It was this
review that found that JobWatch would be better served
if it sought funding alternatives through the Victorian
Department of Justice and the commonwealth
community legal services program (CLSP). Labor did
not guarantee funding for JobWatch. In truth, Labor
allocated no future funding for JobWatch beyond
March this year — another lapsing program. The then
minister, Mr Pakula, wrote to the organisation in
October 2010 saying:

The coalition government is focused on generating
business and new investment. The task of growing
Victoria’s economy and creating new jobs will now be
far more challenging due to the introduction of Labor’s
carbon tax. Labor’s carbon tax is an indictment of its
policies. I am not going to go on at length about the
carbon tax and its ramifications, because members only
have to pick up any newspaper in this state on any day
or listen to any talkback radio or television news at any
time to find Australians saying what the ramifications
of the carbon tax are going to be.

I wish to encourage JobWatch to continue discussions to
further explore possible CLSP arrangements … These two
additional payments (of $220 000 per quarter) are contingent
upon your agreement to ongoing consideration by JobWatch
and Workforce Victoria of the recommendations set out in
Professor Campbell’s review of JobWatch operations in
December 2009.

This government is focused on new investment and
creating business growth. We have been in office for a
very short time, but we have achieved an enormous
amount. I have just spoken about the jobs that have
already been generated. I say to Mr Lenders that this is
just the beginning. He should just wait and watch this
government; he will see the programs and the policies
with which we went to the electorate put in place; he
will start to see statistics proving that that is exactly the
case.
One of the things we will do to secure a strong and
successful future for our industries and to generate

Mr Pakula agreed to roll over funding until after the
state election. That funding would lapse on 30 March,
and he made that funding contingent on JobWatch
agreeing to consider Professor Campbell’s
recommendation. How was this a funding guarantee? It
was nothing of the sort.
The Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations
gave that commitment after a meeting with the chair
and deputy chair of JobWatch to discuss how and what
funding arrangements might apply into the future. The
Baillieu government has allocated funds to JobWatch,
unlike the Labor Party. This was another unfunded
program. As I said at the outset, there was a whole host
of unfunded programs, and JobWatch was one of them.
Funding has now been achieved. JobWatch has been
transferred to a new funding arrangement through the
Department of Justice from where it will be funded as a
community legal service provider.
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Minister Dalla-Riva has actually advised me that he
will hold the Gillard government to account whenever
and wherever we see Labor’s workplace laws having a
negative impact on jobs and investment in the state.
The minister also advised me that under Labor’s own
legislation the fair work ombudsman has jurisdiction to
deal with complaints and grievances against individual
workers arising from the operation of Labor’s
workplace laws.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mrs COOTE — I take up the interjection from
Mr Leane, who talks about the protective services
officers (PSOs). He is particularly cynical and scathing
about the excellent work that the PSOs do and will do
into the future. Citizens of Victoria will be able to go to
railway stations and feel confident they can do so in
safety. The reality is that Labor’s arrogant approach is
out of step with the community expectation. Once again
it is taking this opportunity to denigrate the excellent
work of PSOs.
The first issue mentioned in Mr Lenders’s motion is
employment programs. I return to dealing with the
exact issues in the order that he has put them in his
motion. Employment programs are important because
we have to help and encourage people to get into work.
We need to skill them up. Mr Lenders talked about an
article published in the Weekly Times. In fact his whole
contribution was based on that article. He talked about
the lack of job opportunities in rural and regional areas.
It is really important for Mr Lenders to understand that
in fact the employment programs will operate right
across Victoria and that rural and regional Victorians
will also benefit from these employment programs.
Under the Employment Start Up program we will
continue to fund our youth employment scheme. It will
be of benefit if we can skill up our young people and
help them get into the workforce. We all know in this
day and age that people do not enter the workforce and
stay in one particular area. People need to skill and
reskill, and in fact the latest statistics show that people
change occupations probably three or four times in their
lifetime. In poor Mr Lenders’s changing world, he has
changed his job as well. This is another career change
for Mr Lenders. At the end of the year it will be
interesting to see whether he has changed his job again.
We have an excellent indigenous program in place.
Even Mr Lenders would be interested to know that the
minister has had extensive discussions with Rumbalara,
which is doing an excellent job in the Goulburn Valley.
Even Mr Lenders would have to acknowledge that. I
am pleased to see him nodding his head in agreement.
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This is an excellent program which helps indigenous
youth to obtain skills to enable them to participate in
the workforce. It is another excellent program that is
under the auspice of the minister’s department.
The Bridge project is another. It is a community project
run by the YMCA, and once again operates throughout
Victoria. It is designed to break the cycle of youth
reoffending by providing strong mentoring support,
training and employment. It is important to understand
the success of this particular program and the fact that it
has recorded a recidivist rate of less than 3 per cent as
opposed to a rate of 66 per cent in the broader
community. All politics aside, the entire chamber
would be pleased to know this is in fact trending
upwards. It is a very pleasing trajectory.
There are other programs too. There is the White Lion
and the great work of Rumbalara and the Dean Rioli
Aboriginal Employment Service in supporting
employment programs for indigenous youth. Attracting
skilled migrants is another excellent Baillieu
government investment, followed through and
supported by Minister Mr Dalla-Riva. Once again I go
back to poor Mr Lenders referring to the Weekly Times
article by Peter Hunt — it was the only thing he could
draw upon in his contribution. However, the work
Minister Dalla-Riva has done with skilled migration
can be seen throughout Victoria.
Over the next four years the Victorian government will
invest $8.8 million to refocus Victoria’s skilled and
business migration program. State sponsorship and
employer sponsorship of migrants will be redesigned to
ensure the best fit with industry needs. Plus we have
committed an additional $400 000 to a cultural and
linguistically diverse job bank registry. We have
honoured another election promise to establish a job
bank registry for skilled workers who are from
culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds. This
election commitment will make it easier for potential
employers to tap into professional skills available in our
diverse multicultural communities. It is vital that not
only migrants to this country but also employers
understand the involvement, skills, knowledge and
depth of understanding that new skilled migrants have.
I am particularly disappointed to see that Mr Lenders
has left the chamber. It is his motion after all. He is the
one who should be listening to what is being said. He is
the one who has cast aspersions on the Baillieu
government. It is he who has said there are not jobs. I
am only a short way into my contribution; I have only
just begun. He obviously cannot cope with the heat in
the kitchen, and he has left the chamber.
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Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mrs COOTE — As Mr Ondarchie rightly says,
Mr Lenders has spent 11 years running away from
responsibility. Here we are seeing him skulk away once
again.
Also on the issue of jobs, I would like to concentrate on
some of the achievements of Minister Hall, who has
done an excellent job in his portfolio of higher
education and skills, particularly looking into
opportunities for training for jobs right across Victoria.
I remind the chamber that Mr Hall is a country
member. He understands what the job necessities are
for rural and regional Victoria. He understands what
needs to be done. He understands the youth and the
opportunities for education, and he has put in place
some very good ongoing programs.
In the very short time that we have been in government,
Minister Hall, together with the Baillieu government,
has reintroduced concession places for health-care card
holders aged between 16 and 24 to reduce diploma and
advanced diploma fees from $2000 to $100. Providing
opportunities for people to gain a qualification helps
them to get jobs. As Mr Hall mentioned yesterday
during question time, over 7000 people have already
taken advantage of these places. This is a cohort of
people who need significant help — the health-care
card holders — and it is important that we help them
get skills. We want to break the cycle of poverty and
the downhill spiral of disadvantage. It is a very real
issue, and 7000 people in just over nine months have
taken up this opportunity. The proof is in the statistics.
Last month, regarding the best new cities for business,
the well-respected Fortune Global 500 highlighted
Melbourne, Victoria, as one of the top 15 best places in
the world to invest, primarily because of our smart
labour, not because of any jobs plan that Mr Lenders
alluded to. I remind the chamber again that it is a
skilled and talented workforce that attracts investment
to a region. The Baillieu government has developed
Skilling the Valley and Skilling the Bay, which will
connect industry with research and training providers to
ensure that these regions undergo structural change and
that the workforce creates an incentive for new
businesses to invest in these areas.
It is no wonder Mr Lenders left the chamber. He was
embarrassed. He could not cope with the fact that Peter
Hunt had not said something in his Weekly Times
article, so Mr Lenders was not able to quote anything
on these issues. He is probably very embarrassed that
he was not able to pick up on these excellent points.
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It is vitally important that apprentices learn skills on the
job and combine firsthand work in their chosen
industries with an educational component. In this year’s
state budget the Victorian Baillieu government
committed $55 million over the next four years for the
apprenticeship training completion bonus scheme. The
funding is expected to benefit the employers of more
than 20 000 current Victorian apprentices and trainees
who commenced prior to 30 June 2011 and will
complete over the next four years.
Mr Lenders said there were no plans for Victorian jobs
into the future. It is an enormous pity that he is not here
in the chamber, because I am certain that even
Mr Lenders himself would have to grudgingly say he
respects the fact that we are training more than
20 000 Victorian apprentices, with $55 million put into
the apprenticeship training completion bonus scheme.
These are the jobs, the skills and the people for the
future, and by upskilling our workforce we will be
competitive in the global market. Minister Hall is
certainly to be commended.
Mr Lenders then went on to libraries. I am particularly
pleased to talk about libraries. The Premier has been a
huge supporter of libraries and, for a significant time, a
huge supporter of the State Library of Victoria, as was
the Kennett government. I remind the chamber of the
huge commitment the Kennett government made to the
state library. In fact, you could say Jeff Kennett put the
state library on the map and encouraged the funding to
build it into the significant institution that it is now. I
commend the president of the Library Board of
Victoria, the Honourable John Cain, a former Premier. I
know of the commitment he has had to the state library,
and I put on record my admiration for the work he has
done.
This is the beginning of the library scenario with us as a
Liberal government. I commend Minister Powell, the
Minister for Local Government, for the attitude she has
taken to libraries. The coalition government has
reversed Labor’s cuts and has reinstated recurrent
funding. On 4 August Jeanette Powell announced a
$6.5 million injection of funding for libraries over the
next three years. As a result, no council will receive less
library funding this year than they did last year. The
coalition has also announced a landmark review of the
bipartisan libraries ministerial advisory council (MAC)
to examine the role, services and funding of libraries.
The sector called on the previous government to
undertake this review, but the Labor government did
not want the scrutiny, did not want to have a look at it
and certainly did not want to answer any
recommendations that were put to the government. We
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saw this suggestion sit in someone’s in-tray,
presumably.
Minister Powell also has a ministerial advisory
committee, and the proposed members are as follows.
David Morris, the Parliamentary Secretary for Local
Government and member for Mornington in the
Assembly, will be the chairman. Joanne Duncan, the
member for Macedon in the Assembly, who is a former
chair of the libraries MAC, will be representing the
opposition. She knows a lot about libraries because she
was a librarian. Peter Crisp, the member for Mildura in
the Assembly, will once again be representing rural and
regional Victoria. The state librarian from the state
library will be there. There will be two representatives
from the Public Libraries Victoria Network, one of
whom will be a member of Swift. There will be a
representative from the Melbourne regional library
service, a representative from a metropolitan single
council library service and a representative from a
regional area regional library service — regional
libraries again.
I suggest Mr Lenders contact Peter Hunt and tell him.
There will be a representative from a regional area
single council library service and a representative from
the Department of Planning and Community
Development. It is a very comprehensive committee,
which I know will do some significant work with a very
well-rounded approach to the excellent work that
libraries do in this state.
I remind the chamber of the importance of our public
library system. In Victoria we have 261 library
branches and 26 mobile libraries. These are the
communication hubs of our communities, and it is
important to fund them well and also to understand
their ongoing needs. Libraries are being challenged by
the international media, by the global community and
by current technology, and it is important that
Victoria’s libraries are ahead of the rest of the country
as far as information technology and the sharing of
excellent information are concerned.
I would like to put on record the excellent work that the
parliamentary library staff do. They are some of the
unsung heroes of Parliament, and they do a phenomenal
job. Not only do they help and support all of us with the
information we need; they give training to our staff and
are only too willing to help and support us at any time. I
would like to commend each and every one of the
library staff at the parliamentary library for the
excellent work they do and, personally, for the support
they give me.
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The relationships between councils and libraries, the
state library and the local municipal libraries are quite
complicated, but the Minister for Local Government,
Jeanette Powell, another Baillieu government minister
from rural and regional Victoria, has a strong
commitment to and depth of knowledge about local
councils. She has worked in local government and has a
keen knowledge of the area. I am confident that under
her leadership and guidance we will see the Baillieu
government lift the ability of these wonderful local
resources into the future, once again helping people in
rural and regional Victoria and elsewhere to visit
libraries, learn and gain skills. We have talked about
apprentices and job skills opportunities. People of all
ages, races, religions and genders visit libraries and
gain access to good information there. Libraries are a
wonderful tool. I commend all Victorian libraries.
Let me say this again: on 4 August the Minister for
Local Government announced an injection of
$6.5 million into library funding over the next three
years. Even Mr Lenders grudgingly acknowledged that
was the case.
This motion represents a litany of sour grapes. It is an
expression of Mr Lenders’s personal disappointment at
not being the Treasurer anymore. He can be reassured
that he still has his white car, although probably only
temporarily. He seems to think white cars are important
because he talked about them in his contribution many
times. He spoke about swanning about in white cars,
but from what we can gather he swans about in a white
car all around Victoria. However, perhaps he is looking
at changes in his job. Someone said earlier it was about
a tree change or a sea change; perhaps that is what he is
looking for. In any case it was a courageous
contribution by Mr Lenders. He was doing his best. He
was trying hard to put a brave face on the fact that life
has changed.
Mr Lenders started his contribution by saying that the
world is a different place and, as I said before, it is a
very different place for Mr Lenders and his colleagues.
He is in opposition, and he will be for a significant
time. In that period he will have an opportunity to look
at the coalition’s programs and policies and to see the
responsible budgetary approach the coalition takes in
government. We have been in office for a very short
time. I have already had the opportunity this morning to
tell this chamber about the employment opportunities,
the growth in jobs and the programs that have been
implemented, and about the fact that libraries have been
funded and recognised. It is just the beginning in terms
of where this government intends to go.
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I just saw the Minister responsible for the Aviation
Industry, Gordon Rich-Phillips, enter the chamber. He
has funded another election promise — an initiative to
provide a train line to Avalon Airport. I remind this
chamber that the opposition has berated the government
for this in scathing terms. It only takes a trip down to
Geelong along the Princes Freeway to see the huge
growth in that entire corridor. Minister Gordon
Rich-Phillips has taken a far-sighted approach and
realised that we are going to need a train line to that
airport so that in the future it can be an important part of
transport in this state.
I remind people of the criticism faced by former
Premier Henry Bolte when he identified Tullamarine as
the site for an airport in the 1960s. I do not have those
news articles at my fingertips, but I suggest they were
vehemently opposed to the plan. People were extremely
critical of Tullamarine as an airport site, saying it was
never going to happen, it was out in the sticks and it
was a ridiculous waste of money. Where are those
critics now that Melbourne Airport is one of the most
important transport hubs and airports in the country?
Avalon airport will become an important transport hub,
just as Minister Gordon Rich-Phillips has identified.
Under the jurisdiction of the Baillieu government we
will see the airport go from strength to strength and
people from that huge growth area will have access to
fast and efficient transport to get there.
The last part of the motion, this litany from Mr Lenders,
mentions child care. We have seen the petitions on the
Take a Break program. We have listened to the
questions to the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development, Wendy Lovell, in question
time. We have seen the attempts of the Labor
opposition to detract from the fact that the Take a Break
program was funded by the federal government. We
should make it crystal clear that the lack of funding
should be sheeted home to the federal Minister for
Employment Participation and Childcare, Kate Ellis.
Kate Ellis has let down the children of Victoria and
their parents. Kate Ellis and her lack of funding has
disappointed all these people. I commend Minister
Lovell, who has funded Take a Break for a period of
time to enable other arrangements to be made. She
made it abundantly clear that this program was not
going to be the responsibility of the state government
but that it is a federal government issue. However,
clutching at straws — any straw will do — Mr Lenders
once again brought out this tired old debate.
I want to put on the record some of the issues around
the Take a Break program, and I am very pleased to
have this timeslot in which to do it. The state
government has committed to reinstating the Victorian
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funding for Take a Break if the federal government
reinstates its funding; however, the program is not
sustainable on state government funding alone. This
commitment is out there in the public domain. If in fact
members of the opposition feel so strongly about this
matter, why are they not taking their petitions to the
Minister for Employment Participation and Childcare,
Kate Ellis? Why are they not taking their petitions and
saying to their federal colleagues, ‘You are the ones
responsible for this; you should be fixing this; it is on
your heads.’?
The only person without an offer on the table at the
moment is the one person responsible for child care, the
federal minister for child care, Kate Ellis. The shadow
minister assisting the leader on children and young
adults, Jenny Mikakos, admitted in state Parliament that
she tried and failed to get Ms Ellis to reinstate the
funding. Under the scenario put by Mr Lenders you can
see that not only has Mr Lenders lost his own job and
been left with a sour grapes feeling because his party
lost its position in the state, but his party has no
standing with its federal colleagues either. He is losing
on every level; he is not getting a win. On the one hand
Jenny Mikakos admitted in this very chamber that she
tried and failed to get Ms Ellis to reinstate the funding.
On the other hand Minister Lovell is continuing to
lobby Kate Ellis firmly to put back the money the
commonwealth has withdrawn from occasional care.
Ms Lovell has been advocating strongly on this issue to
Kate Ellis in the federal Labor government.
The issue highlights a lack of child care in regional
areas, which is an issue yet again for the federal
minister. She should be addressing this issue but is
ignoring it. When Mr Lenders goes back to Peter Hunt
from the Weekly Times to tell him yet again to write
another article, he had better make certain that he points
out that rural funding for child care is the responsibility
of Kate Ellis. Mr Lenders himself should lead another
deputation, include Jenny Mikakos, and go and see
Kate Ellis to talk about the benefits of the Take a Break
program and the responsibility of the commonwealth
government to fund this excellent program.
Once again I would like to remind this chamber of the
way it happened. The funding of child care is a federal
government responsibility. The Take a Break program
was an example of the state and federal governments
working together to deliver a practical solution for
parents who did not need full-time care. This is very
important to understand, and Mr Lenders got that right
when he spoke about the advantages for families
availing themselves of the Take a Break program. The
program was initially funded 70 per cent by the
commonwealth and 30 per cent by the state
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government. In May 2010 the federal government
withdrew funding from the program in its budget. That
would have seen the program close, displacing children
and carers in just a few weeks. There was no forward
announcement. There was no time for preparation.
Everything was going to close down very quickly.
The then state government — that is, the Brumby state
government — stepped in to fund the program for one
year, and one year only. The former state government
funded the program by bringing forward the state
funding for 2011–12 to cover the cost in the 2010–11
financial year. When the coalition government came
into power we extended the funding until 31 December,
when it was realised that families and services had not
had an opportunity to make alternative arrangements.
The Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development, Wendy Lovell, wrote to the federal
child-care minister, Kate Ellis, in February this year,
asking her to reinstate the federal funding.
At the beginning of this contribution I pointed out to the
chamber that when the coalition went into the
budgetary process it found many unfunded and lapsing
programs throughout everyone’s portfolio areas; there
is a litany of unfunded liabilities from the former
Brumby government, and this is yet another one. While
acknowledging that this is a federal issue, we have
addressed it and given people an opportunity to make
other arrangements. However, Ms Ellis did not give the
minister the courtesy of a reply until June this year —
and I again remind the house that Ms Lovell asked her
in February. We know that this is a federal issue, and
Ms Lovell is continuing to urge the federal government
to rethink the way it funds the child-care benefit and the
child-care rebate. It is a very important issue that needs
to be clarified. The federal government must develop a
sustainable child-care model for regional communities
and also extend child-care benefits and the child-care
rebate to occasional care.
There are many coalition members of Parliament who
want to speak on this motion today, and each one of
them will have a very good story, because the Baillieu
government has committed to funding its election
promises and fixed up many of the lapsing programs
left behind by the Brumby government, and it is forging
ahead with putting into place programs and efficiencies
right across the spectrum, including in rural and
regional Victoria, which we take great pride in being
strong representatives of. The round tables that
Mr Dalla-Riva is conducting right across rural and
regional Victoria have been a great success.
We are continuing to listen to what the people want us
to hear. Under the Baillieu leadership we have already
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seen great innovation right across the state. Mr Lenders
said there is no direction and that the government is
hollow and shallow. The terms he used included ‘policy
vacuum’, ‘defence mode’, ‘broken promises’ and
‘micro-initiatives’. But it is the micro-initiatives —
coupled with long-term planning initiatives, the
upskilling of our workforce, the introduction of the
skilled migration scheme and understanding what it is
that people want in this state — that are important to
people’s lives.
Mr Lenders said the Baillieu government had its head
in the sand, and for some reason he brought
King Canute into the sentence; I am not certain what he
meant. He said there were no jobs under the Baillieu
government. We are proving him wrong, with
22 100 new jobs since we have been in government.
This is just the beginning. Mr Lenders started his
contribution by saying, quite rightly, that the world has
changed, but his theme is a shallow one. His
contribution was more about the Labor Party, its
position in Victoria and his position within the Labor
Party. That is what has changed. The Baillieu
government will accept and embrace the changes that
the world brings to us. The world has changed. The
Baillieu government is in power, and we will be
looking out for jobs in the state. We will not be
supporting the motion.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I welcome the
opportunity to speak on this motion. At its heart is a
concern that the phenomenal success that has been the
Victorian economy over the last decade or so is at risk
because the government seems to have vacated the field
in terms of strategic thinking and playing a role in
making sure that the Victorian economy keeps on
growing.
Members will recall that over the last 10 or so years, as
a non-resource state, Victoria has led the way in terms
of jobs growth, innovation, building construction and
manufacturing. The government will tell you that just
happened by accident, that you can vacate the field and
not have a plan or strategy and that by magic these
things will continue, but that is not the case.
If you look at the last decade or so, you see the growth
that has occurred in the Victorian economy has been the
result of a deliberate strategy and the hard work of the
Victorian community, the Victorian business sector and
the previous Victorian government. There was a very
deliberate strategy based around manufacturing. We
saw things like the channel deepening and the Holden
engine plant, which was the government working with
the community and the business sector to make sure
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that we drove the innovation and the ideas to generate
jobs.
If you have a look at the tourism and major events
sector, you again see that government, the community
and business were driving job generation in that sector.
If you look at the investment the government put into
the MCG redevelopment, you see it was an important
contributor to make sure that we stayed internationally
competitive as an events capital. We can look at the
work the government did around the pharmaceutical
industry, medical sciences and the science community,
and the investment it put into the Australian
synchrotron to make sure that we set Victoria up as a
beacon for investment in this sector internationally.
Victoria does not have the mineral wealth of Western
Australia or Queensland, and we rely upon the ideas,
investment and strategic thinking of business,
government and the community. It seems this
government does not understand that. That is why it
does not have a plan for manufacturing, it does not have
a plan for the science industries and it does not have a
plan for jobs. That is really at the heart of the concern
that this motion seeks to address.
The evidence is clear. In relation to planning, the
government says Melbourne 2030 is dead, but it does
not have a planning policy to replace it. In fact it says
there will be no planning policy, nothing in this space,
for two years. For two years there is going to be drift.
Communities will not know what is happening, the
business community will not know what is happening
and no-one will know what the parameters are. It is that
uncertainty, the utter confusion, which is frightening
communities, frankly, in terms of the development that
may occur and the appropriateness of that development.
It is also creating uncertainty in terms of employment
and investment. Why would you invest when you are in
this policy vacuum? Why would you invest when you
do not know what is going to hit you in two years time?
The government’s own figures that are coming through
the Building Commission in terms of the building
community are bearing that out.
If you look at this year’s budget, you see there is no
acknowledgement that Victoria is in a very difficult
position. Victoria is being buffeted by a high Australian
dollar, which is impacting on our manufacturing
industry, tourism and our ability to be competitive
internationally. Without that mineral base we are in real
difficulty going forward. In this year’s budget there was
no investment in jobs or in the sort of strategic thinking
that is required so that Victoria can continue to be
positioned as the lead non-resource state. Across the
border, the Premier of New South Wales says he is
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going to make New South Wales the lead state. Victoria
is very much at risk, and that risk is only enhanced
when you look at the lack of any strategic direction,
focus, ideas or vision coming out of the budget. In fact,
as we now know, the word ‘budget’ never occurred to
the Treasurer as he delivered his budget.
The impact that is having can be seen if you look at the
government’s own figures in the building industry:
building permit approvals have gone backwards. Every
month since this government has been in power the
number of building approvals has gone backwards. For
June this year the figure is worse than for June last year,
and for May this year it is worse than for May the year
before. Because there is no plan, because of the high
Australian dollar and because there is no sense of
momentum, the lack of confidence is starting to impact
on jobs, as Mr Lenders put it so eloquently, and we are
seeing those going backwards.
Things are also going backwards in the area of
planning, which I have a particular interest in, in terms
of the number of building permits that have been
issued. The problem with that is that building permits
move to become building commencements, and
building commencements involve jobs. We are seeing a
real risk that the number of commencements will come
down because the number of permits have come down.
Employment in this crucial sector is going to follow
that in the manufacturing sector and come down, and it
is all because this government does not acknowledge
the reality of the high Australian dollar. It does not
acknowledge the fact that the Victorian economy is
struggling because of the exports generated by the
mineral wealth economies, which are ratcheting up the
Australian dollar. Victoria is very much collateral
damage in that sense.
What you would hope is that you would have a
Victorian government that would understand that and
have a vision for going forward, a vision that would
bring together the Victorian community and the
business community to make sure we maintained our
international competitiveness, to make sure that we
continued to be the ideas capital and to be the clever
country, rather than it being just Queensland and
Western Australia, which are very much the lucky
country because they have that wealth. We do not have
that; we only have our ideas. We need to be the clever
country, but instead of investing in the science
community this government is cutting back and
threatening the very survival of the synchrotron.
We hear the government talk about inner urban renewal
and we hear it talk about Fishermans Bend, but when
you look at the budget and look to see whether it walks
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the walk you find there is no funding, there is nothing
to get Fishermans Bend off the ground. There is
nothing to support the building industry. There is no
funding to get any of those urban renewal projects off
the ground. This government’s only hope is that
somehow these things will occur by magic or by luck.
The same thinking is motivating this government in the
manufacturing sector and in the tourism sector.
The concern at the heart of this motion is that there is
no vision for a way forward. That means that the future
for the Victorian economy is dire as we continue to see
the impact of the high Australian dollar on our
manufacturing, on our tourism and on those pillars that
provided growth for us over the last 10 years. The
concern is that the effects will not be felt today, but they
certainly will tomorrow, the next day or the next year.
That lack of action, that lack of strategic thinking, that
lack of vision today will come back to haunt the
Victorian economy.
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of the things that have recently taken place in relation to
job losses at the feet of this government. Mr Lenders’s
contribution was quite ridiculous when you go through
some of the issues he put on the table. He claimed that
the first thing this government did was to add two new
ministers. I think he will find that the first thing the
Baillieu government did was to honour a pledge to cut
the number of ministerial advisers by 25 per cent —
that is what we did. We still have some 50 fewer
ministerial advisers employed in this government — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr DRUM — In this government, Mr Leane. We
have 50 fewer ministerial advisers, but members of the
opposition do not like to hear that because the Labor
way of doing things is through big government, big
taxing, big spending and big waste.
Mr O’Brien interjected.

We are now starting to see the warning signs every day
around the building figures and the loss of
manufacturing jobs. It really is a wake-up call to this
government. It cannot keep dithering; it cannot keep
hoping for the best, hoping for some magical solution,
because that is just not how it works. It needs to roll up
its sleeves and start working with the community and
business to deliver a better outcome and a better future.
Having no plan means having no jobs; it means
Victoria will go backwards; it means manufacturing
will go backwards; it means we will be closing down
industries — and we have already seen that this
government is committed to closing down the wind
farm industry in regional Victoria. That will be the tip
of the iceberg unless there is some progress to ensure
that Victoria has a way forward.

Mr DRUM — Thank you very much,
Mr O’Brien — big waste. The first thing this
government did, and it was a pledge we made while in
opposition, was to minimise the number of advisers.
Mr Lenders spoke ad nauseam about the white cars that
the ministers drive. Does Mr Lenders think everyone
has forgotten he was a minister and that he continues
today to drive around in the nice white car. Members of
the Labor Party have a sour grapes attitude. They do not
want anyone else to be paid a minister’s salary; they do
not want anyone else to have a minister’s car; they do
not want anyone else to have the benefits of being a
minister, because they think it is their right to run this
country and this state. It is not their right. You get
judged by the people of Victoria, and Mr Lenders has to
understand that.

I urge the government to take heed, to recognise the
reality we face and to do some work to deliver the sort
of planning and strategic thinking that Victorians
deserve.

Mr Viney, to his credit, has a golden saying: come
election day, the people always get it right. The people
got it right. Therefore we have to ask, ‘What are we
doing?’. We understand that there have been job losses.
There have been job losses in the Latrobe Valley, and
this government acted immediately. This government
put in place the Latrobe Valley working party. I have
been a chair of that group, as have two local and
well-respected Legislative Assembly members, Russell
Northe, the member for Morwell, and Gary Blackwood,
the member for Narracan.

Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I start by putting
on record the astonishment of members on this side of
the chamber that here it is, opposition day in the house,
and we have only one lone member of the opposition in
the chamber being riveted by the argument, and that is
the member speaking on the motion. I suppose
Mr Leane will soon leave the chamber and someone
else will come in to awaken the opposition’s interest in
this matter.
This is a very important matter. It is quite ludicrous that
the opposition has seriously put this matter on the table
to somehow or another try to place the blame for some

As representatives of the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development we met with a whole range of
stakeholders from the Latrobe Valley, along with
representatives of Regional Development Victoria. We
met with all the local councils and people from some of
the industries that have the potential to offer
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employment growth and job creation. We met with the
unions to see how we can assist. We met with the
workforce agencies to see what types of workers are
needed and how we can skill people up within the
Latrobe Valley. The Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, Mr Hall, has already acted upon that as well. It is
quite astonishing that the opposition is oblivious to the
amount of work the government is doing to assist these
communities that are going through some pretty tough
times.
The former Treasurer took aim at our having these
ministerial round tables, and I do not quite understand
that. In one breath he criticised that we are not out there
in the community or regional centres as a government,
and in the next breath he criticised that we are having
these ministerial round tables and that the Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade, Mr Dalla-Riva, is
out there meeting with those in the manufacturing
industry.
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the government, day after day, when it was going to
produce a manufacturing statement paper so that the
manufacturing sector would have some sort of security
or comfort in knowing that the government actually had
a plan. That fell on deaf ears, and there was no action.
The plan was two years late. When it was finally
dribbled out it was a pathetic response.
I am sometimes amazed by the hypocrisy that comes
from those opposite when they start telling the
government that it does not have a manufacturing plan,
that it is not out there in Victoria but that it is doing too
many round tables. Which is it? Mr Pakula asked me if
I was getting involved. Mr Lenders says when he goes
into the regions the word is that The Nationals are not
out there. In recent months a whole series of Regional
Development Australia business forums have taken
place in regional Victoria.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — That would be the federal
body.

Hon. M. P. Pakula — Are you going to them?
Mr DRUM — No, it is state.
Mr DRUM — Am I going to them? I find that
staggering.

Hon. M. P. Pakula — Regional Development
Australia?

Hon. M. P. Pakula — I am just asking if you attend.
Mr DRUM — I have already been to one of
Minister Dalla-Riva’s round tables in Geelong. It was
well received. The peak manufacturing association
within Geelong and all its members were absolutely
delighted that Minister Dalla-Riva was there giving
them his time. It was an opportunity for them to put on
the table some of the challenges they are facing. It gave
Geelong industries and manufacturers an opportunity to
tell the minister what the government can do to assist
them. Their major challenge at the moment is,
obviously, the high Australian dollar.
I inform Mr Pakula that the second thing that came out
of their mouths pertained to the uncertainty surrounding
the carbon tax. That is fact. If he wants to put his head
in the sand and pretend it is not a problem or issue, he is
quite welcome to do that, but he should not make out as
though this is not going to have a negative impact on
our manufacturers in that city and in this state.
The opposition talks about there being no plan. I
struggle to understand how opposition members can so
readily forget that, when in government, they were two
years late in producing what was referred to then as the
manufacturing statement — the strategic paper that was
being promised by the then minister, Mr Theophanous.
It was not just a few months late, nor just 6 or
12 months late; it was two years late. The then
opposition spokesperson, Mr Dalla-Riva, started asking

Mr DRUM — Regional Development Australia is a
shared organisation, and the committees are shared.
What we tend to do is work collaboratively with our
federal colleagues so that we can get the best outcome.
If Mr Pakula would like me to explain how it all works,
I would be happy to spend some time with him
privately.
The Deputy Premier, Minister Ryan, has said that we
are going to support the regional strategic plans that are
being developed by the respective communities, but we
are going to make sure that our strategic plans have had
an opportunity to be tested by the business sector. We
have run a series of business forums across the state,
and we have been to Sale, Yarragon, Shepparton,
Wodonga, Geelong, Horsham, Ballarat, Warrnambool,
Portland, Bendigo, Mildura and Swan Hill. In each of
those regional centres we sat down with members of
the business community. We have had people from
government departments, Regional Development
Victoria and the Regional Development Australia
committee chairs stand up and speak to the regional
strategic plans at each of those forums.
We have been able to state our government’s targeted
response to the question of how we are going to invest
in regional Victoria to create jobs. We are going to put
that on the table, and we have been able to ask the
business sector what it thinks about our plans to invest
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in regional Victoria. We have been able to engage the
business sector in these discussions.
The comments that are coming back clearly indicate
what those in business want and how they think this
government can help them go about their job of
producing wealth and export goods and creating
employment. Those issues are simply about wanting
access to a skilled workforce. The thing they most want
is access to a skilled workforce.
Mr Hall, as minister, has put some $80 million of
investment back into the training sector to ensure that
the carnage that was caused by the previous
government’s Minister for Regional and Rural
Development, Ms Allan, is remedied. The additional
7000 enrolments that have come about because of the
initiatives of Minister Hall in making courses such as
certificates and diplomas available to people will no
longer cost $2000 or $3000 a year but maybe $100 and
$200 a year because they have access to a health-care
card. This is something that has been warmly
welcomed by the entire training sector. Nobody can
deny the impact that this is having in producing a more
skilled community and giving employers greater access
to a skilled workforce. That is their no. 1 request — that
the government assist in giving them access to a skilled
workforce.
Hot on the heels of that request is the request for
investment in infrastructure, particularly transport
infrastructure. Transport infrastructure investment will
be spread evenly across road infrastructure and rail
infrastructure and also across freight rail and passenger
rail. People who work in our businesses want to be able
to commute to our capital city, but they also have a
strong need to get their produce to market in a timely
fashion and at an affordable rate. Certainly our transport
system is in a pretty dire state at the moment.
We have put on the table a $160 million package over
four years. It will be delivered straight to local
government to assist with local roads in order to enable
producers to get their products to market more readily,
reliably and cheaply without the need for maintenance
and the fixing of damage being done to their own
vehicles along the way. That $160 million will be
warmly welcomed by all local councils, and everyone
in the chamber would know this if they had taken the
time to go out and talk to regional councils, which
simply have not had the money to maintain their asset
base in a proper fashion. It may be used for a
swimming pool, for example, but more importantly it
will be used for our roads.
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For years we talked to local councils, and this policy is
targeted at the 40 smallest councils in the state. The
$1 million a year will be warmly received as it will
enable councils to produce a road network that is likely
to resemble the type of network you need in a first-class
country that is a major exporter to the world market.
That is something the business sector has been
requesting of the government, and we are listening and
providing the skills. We have a lot of work to do in
improving our rail network. We need to make sure we
can find the money to further invest in improving our
freight lines. The damage — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Unlike the abomination of
the PN lease that you left behind and we had to fix.
Mr DRUM — Mr Pakula is suddenly calling the
Pacific National lease our ‘abomination’. What we have
at the moment is an opposition whose members were in
government for 11 years but did not address the freight
lines throughout regional Victoria at all. When we were
looking at a bumper harvest last year — pushing up to
in the order of 12 million tonnes of grain — coming
through the northern sector down towards the southern
ports, we did not have the rolling stock to be able to
carry that load. We could have run our train sets
24 hours a day, 365 days a year, and we would only
have been able to move 2 to 3 million tonnes. That is
the state that 12 years of drought left our train sets in.
The inability of any government over the last 80 years
to standardise our system to enable some of those train
sets to be moved back into Victoria is causing us
considerable angst. However, it does not do anybody
any good to start blaming others for the fact that we
cannot move our grain harvest in the manner and in the
time in which we want to.
The challenges are there, but when things go wrong in
this state the last thing we need from the former
Treasurer is for him to have the attitude of an
ambulance chaser heading off to work every day.
‘What are you going to do today, darling?’. ‘I am going
to park down on the corner and hope the state has an
almighty crash. If there are some job losses in
Shepparton, I am going to be there — don’t worry. If
there are some job losses in the Goulburn Valley or if
the road falls away in the valley, I am going to be
there — don’t worry’.
We have a former Treasurer who just cannot wait for
something bad to happen in this state. He thrives on it.
He cannot wait for some jobs to be lost in Shepparton.
We have a Leader of the Opposition in this house who
cannot wait to get to Shepparton or Girgarre to talk
about job losses. We are talking about families who
have felt the impact of by job losses.
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Hon. M. P. Pakula — Which you are not doing
anything about — you just blame the feds!
Mr DRUM — I have spent the last 20 minutes
telling Mr Pakula what we are doing. We are a
government that is committed to working hard —
harder than the previous government ever worked — to
ensure that we do the best thing for our people. We are
a government that is absolutely committed to increasing
the skill sets of the people of Victoria to ensure that
when businesses need access to a skilled workforce
those businesses will have the greatest opportunity to
get access to those skilled workers.
When it comes to investing in our infrastructure,
specifically our transport infrastructure, we have the
Regional Growth Fund to hang onto. The Regional
Growth Fund, by the way, happens to be just short of
twice the amount of investment that the previous
government had on the table as it ran towards the last
election. It can say whatever it likes, but the Regional
Growth Fund is just short of double the amount of
money that the Labor Party had on the table for
regional development as it ran towards the last election.
It can criticise the Regional Growth Fund all it likes,
but the fact is that it is just about double.
When the former Treasurer, Mr Lenders, stands up in
here and says we are going to spend the bulk of the
Regional Growth Fund on interface councils, he knows
that to be an out-and-out lie. He knows we have dealt
with the interface councils in legislation: firstly, to
avoid discrimination against a worthwhile project that
may happen to sit across the road from another local
government area; and secondly, because when we run
projects like natural gas extensions and the like we need
to take them through an interface council before we can
enter regional Victoria. The former Treasurer and the
former Minister for Regional and Rural Development
have hooked onto this little fact and have tried to make
something out of it that they know to be totally
incorrect and non-factual.
It is a fantastic credit to the Deputy Premier, Mr Ryan,
who is also the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development, that we have this $1 billion Regional
Growth Fund. It is double the investment that the Labor
Party had on the table as it went to the last election. We
are very proud that we are going to do it.
We are doing things in terms of regional development;
we are doing things in the city. We have just pulled off
an achievement; True Foods is moving to Maryborough
and will employ up to 200 people in its factory on the
old Nestlé site. I am sure Ms Pulford is aware of that
site. She would have been there a number of times
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representing the people of Maryborough. I am sure
Ms Tierney is well associated with the Nestlé site. True
Foods will be employing up to 200 local people from
some of our lowest socioeconomic areas, and that will
be another tick for the work Regional Development
Victoria is doing in conjunction with Mr Ryan and the
work we are doing to assist every Victorian to fulfil
their right to have a job. We will be assisting all towns
that have had job losses. We will assist with skill
packages, getting more investment into industrial
estates and having more industries and businesses
which have the ability to further increase job
opportunities in those areas. If we can assist with job
creation, then we will be helping as much as we
possibly can.
Any member who puts a motion in front of the Chair
that implies the question ‘Where is your plan?’ is totally
out of sync, because we are already working and
producing in a far better way than the previous
government ever did.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ambulance services: response times
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. Is the
minister aware that on the night of Monday, 15 August,
and into the early hours of Tuesday, 16 August,
approximately 70 of Melbourne’s ambulances were
unavailable to be dispatched to emergencies across
Melbourne, primarily due to the ramping and waiting
periods throughout Melbourne’s hospital network?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question, and I note that ramping is
an issue in our hospitals. This has been an issue that has
existed in our hospitals for some time and which got far
worse under the previous government. Under the
stewardship of Daniel Andrews, the former Minister for
Health who is now the Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I have got to say he hid the
data. He would not release the ramping data. The
ramping data has now been released, and it is released
regularly. It will take some time to repair the damage
left by 11 years of Labor. There is no question that in
our system the interface between hospitals and our
ambulance system is a significant concern. There is no
question it will take a long time to deal with it. It will
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take a long time to deal with the problems that have
been left by the administration of Mr Jennings and
Daniel Andrews.
It is true that the Auditor-General looked at our
ambulance service, and he identified a number of the
problems with ramping. He identified the developing
problem that has been left by the unsophisticated
merger of the ambulance services. The 11 years of
damage done by Labor to our ambulance service will
take some time to repair. There is no question it will
take some time to repair the 11 years of damage done
by Daniel Andrews.
I say to Mr Jennings that I am aware that this week
there have been a number of instances of ramping in
our system. They are being addressed, and they need to
be addressed. I make the point that this government
inherited a system in which the details of ramping were
hidden by the last government. Daniel Andrews would
not release ramping data; he refused point blank to
release ramping data, so the right of the opposition to
point the finger or criticise is simply not there.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
sounded to me as if the minister was doing his best to
acknowledge that there were 70 ambulances
unavailable on Monday night, but he tried to blame the
government which has not been in charge of the system
since November of last year. As he is the minister
responsible for the service this year, and as he is the
minister who has been responsible for nine months, can
he confirm that 30 emergency calls were not responded
to by the ambulance service on Monday night because
of the unavailability of those 70 ambulances?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I can
confirm that the state of the ambulance service left by
Daniel Andrews was terrible. I can confirm that the
failed merger of the ambulance services has left
damage that will take some time to deal with. I indicate
the government is carefully working with Ambulance
Victoria through the difficulties and challenges that
have been left to us. It is true that this week has been a
challenging week for the ambulance service. It is true
that ramping is an ongoing problem. I make the point
that this government is the first government to regularly
declare the ramping statistics. We will continue to do
that, and that will help each of our health services and
Ambulance Victoria to deal with the challenge of
ramping.
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Carbon tax: health sector
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
without notice is directed to the Minister for Health,
who is also the Minister for Ageing. I ask: can the
minister inform the house what impact the
commonwealth government’s carbon tax will have on
Victorian health services and whether there is any
compensation being offered?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question. It is clear that the
proposed commonwealth government carbon tax will
have a significant impact on the health sector. Whether
you are opposed to a carbon tax or in favour of a carbon
tax, there ought to be compensation for Victoria.
Victoria is going to be hit hardest; it is going to be hit
earliest.
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Mr Pakula is Labor first and
Victorian second. It is time he stood up.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I say to members on
my left that that is just too noisy. I am not sure how
Hansard staff can cope with that sort of a barrage. The
minister to continue.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — There will be a significant
impact of the proposed carbon tax on Victorian
hospitals and the health-care system. It is important that
Victorians are prepared to advocate to the federal
government to say, ‘Look, if you are going to introduce
this carbon tax, you need to compensate Victorian
hospitals; you need to make sure that surgeries are not
cancelled’.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — What about the direct action
model?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — You are Labor first and
Victorian second. It is about time you stood up and
indicated that Victoria deserves compensation.
Mr Leane — On a point of order, the Leader of the
Government knows well that he should be directing his
response through the Chair and should not point
aggressively across to this side of the chamber.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — On the point of order,
President, I was clearly being provoked and I was
responding directly to interjections. It is true that
Mr Pakula is Labor first and Victorian second.
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! If Mr Pakula wishes to
be with us for the remainder of question time, he might
take into account when I am standing on my feet, as
might other members.
To start with, interjections are unruly and are not
technically within the bounds of the parliamentary
proceedings. Whilst they are tolerated, I do not
encourage the minister to respond directly to those
interjections. Mr Leane is correct in saying that
proceedings should be directed through the Chair.
There are good reasons for that, as we all know. The
minister’s answer was otherwise consistent with the
way he was being challenged in some of those
interjections. The minister to continue, but members of
the chamber might be mindful that these proceedings
are being televised.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The member’s question is a
fair question, and a carbon tax will have a heavy impact
on key hospitals. Costs would increase by more than
$257 000 at Box Hill Hospital, by $136 000 at Casey
Hospital, by $171 000 at Maroondah Hospital, by at
least $428 000 at the Royal Children’s Hospital, by
$758 000 at the Royal Melbourne Hospital and by
$1.228 million at the Austin Hospital. These are
significant impacts of the direct cost, which is to say
nothing of the indirect costs through increased supply
costs and the increased costs of services and goods that
come to those hospitals.
I have to say it is about time that people understood
there is going to be a significant impact on our health
sector, on Victorian hospitals and on Victorian health
care in general, yet there is no compensation offered by
the commonwealth government. The Leader of the
Opposition in the Assembly, Daniel Andrews, and the
Labor Party have not been prepared to stand up for our
hospitals. There will be less opportunity to deal with the
problems that patients present with if hospitals have to
pay the costs without compensation for the additional
carbon tax impost. This is a tax on health.
When John Howard introduced the GST, he made
health care GST free; people could claim back the
rebates. But when it comes to the carbon tax proposed
by the commonwealth, it is not carbon-tax free; health
will have a carbon tax imposed on it. Every health-care
provider will pay more and every health-care provider
will push up their costs to the community. Public
hospitals will not be compensated unless we find
additional sources of revenue. The commonwealth is
planning to impose this tax. If the commonwealth
imposes this additional tax on the community, it will
need to think of ways to compensate the health-care
sector.
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The Austin will be paying more than $1.2 million in
extra costs for electricity and gas, and that is just the
direct costs at the Austin. The indirect costs will push
that up even more. The compensation from Julia
Gillard is zero, and the silence from Daniel Andrews
and Labor is deafening.

Shire of Nillumbik: land rezoning
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy.
Earlier I provided Mr Guy with a copy of a petition that
has been put to Nillumbik Shire Council relating to the
rezoning of 679 acres of land in an area east of
Diamond Creek. Can the minister tell me if he is
familiar with this proposal, and whether he has received
any representations on it himself?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I note
that some weeks ago Mr Barber himself presented a
petition to this Parliament which was in favour of a
rezoning of land, something quite strange for the
Australian Greens. I have not received any notification
of this petition, and I suspect that people are fully
entitled to petition their council. If the Nillumbik Shire
Council wishes to make any decision in relation to the
zoning of the land, it will.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — On that
issue, the minister has established a process detailed in
his ‘Putting the facts straight on planning process’
media release of Saturday, 30 July, whereby councils
can seek from him the establishment of an advisory
committee where other areas of green wedge land could
be put up for rezoning. In that the minister stated that
no land parcels will be directed for inclusion by the
minister or any external party. I gather then that the
minister can make a commitment to me — and no
doubt to Nillumbik council, which will be interested —
that if it rejects this petition, which it seems almost
certain to do, he will not then override the council and
put this parcel forward for rezoning through any other
process.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I restate
for Mr Barber’s clarity and for the clarity of the
Australian Greens — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I will get Mr Lenders a box of
tissues next week if he is that pent up and crying. I say
to Mr Barber that the only people who can make a
change or suggestion to a growth boundary outside a
growth area are the councils.
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Carbon tax: manufacturing industry
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Employment and Industrial
Relations. Can the minister outline to the house what
impact a carbon tax will have on manufacturing in
Victoria?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for his ongoing interest in this issue. Victoria
will be hit first and hardest under the Gillard
government’s plan to introduce a carbon tax on the
manufacturing sector. Victoria’s manufacturers, who
are facing multiple challenges in a tough global
environment, are entitled to ask why the federal
government is proposing to make life harder for us than
it already is. We know manufacturing is facing intense
overseas competition, a high Australian dollar and high
domestic interest rates. What is the Prime Minister’s
answer? It is to add a further impost on business by
introducing another tax. As the Premier has said, the
task of growing Victoria’s economy and creating new
jobs is being made far more challenging by the
introduction of the carbon tax.
Why is the Prime Minister not listening to the concerns
of business? We know that just last week the managing
director of AME Systems, an automotive industry
manufacturer in Ararat, said the carbon tax was the sort
of charge against a business from which it cannot
recover. BHP Billiton’s chief has said the Gillard
government’s carbon tax is a tax on exports that could
affect investment and is a tax that competing
jurisdictions do not have.
Let us just jump on to the retailers for a moment. The
Australian Retailers Association said the carbon tax
would add insult to retail injury and that retailers are
expecting consumers to spend less — —
Ms Pulford — On a point of order, President, the
member’s question was about manufacturing, not retail.
I would urge the minister to answer the question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! As I indicated
yesterday, I am obviously not in a position to tell
ministers exactly how to answer their questions. My
concern regarding some of the comments that might be
made in answers is if the minister is developing a theme
that is running counter to what the question was, but it
is perfectly okay in my view for Mr Dalla-Riva to refer
to the retail industry as part of an answer that is
obviously also focusing on manufacturing. In my view
there is a significant nexus between retailing and the
manufacturing industry, as the supplier to the retail
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industry, so from that point of view the minister’s
answer is within court at this stage.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — That point of order
just demonstrates the lack of understanding by Labor
members that when you manufacture something, some
of it goes into retail shops. But they would not know
that!
Can I just say that even Labor’s traditional blue-collar
base is far from happy with the lack of common sense
shown by the federal government towards key industry
sectors such as manufacturing. The leader of the New
South Wales Labor Party, John Robertson, told
colleagues on 9 August that they will never hear him
publicly support a carbon tax, but of course that was
before the factional heavyweights put him on the rack.
Do we see any sign of a similar breakout of democracy
or policy integrity on the Labor benches here in
Victoria? No! Whatever they may think privately of
this poorly conceived and badly timed tax, none of
those opposite have the courage to speak out against the
Prime Minister’s stubborn refusal to reconsider or to
speak up for the interests of Victoria or its vital
industries.
Mr Lenders — President, the point of order I raise
is that of relevance and the minister’s administrative
responsibility. He received a question on government
administration, which in itself has a question mark
attached to it, seeing that he has responsibility for very
few acts. But more to the point on relevance to Victoria,
he is now running a commentary on what an opposition
in another state thinks of a hypothetical piece of
commonwealth legislation. What I ask you, President,
is to hold the minister to talking about Victorian
government administration and not debating what an
opposition leader in another state may or may not think
of federal administration. I ask you to hold him to
Victorian government administration.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I uphold the point of
order to the extent that I believe the minister had
entered into debate on this matter. I am not going to
judge the content specifically raised by the Leader of
the Opposition, but it did occur to me that the minister
was debating his answer rather than perhaps providing
an answer which I regarded as relevant to the question
that was asked. The minister to continue, and he might
reflect on those comments.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — With respect for
your ruling, President, I also understand that this
morning we have been hearing from Mr Lenders that he
believes we have been going to too many round table
meetings. We have been listening to business concerns,
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yet he stands up and says, ‘We do not want you to listen
to what businesses are saying’. I will tell the house
what they are saying. Businesses are saying the carbon
tax as proposed by the Gillard government is not
helpful to business confidence. It is especially not
helpful in the trade competing sectors of the economy.
We know the manufacturing sector here in Victoria is
suffering because of this carbon tax impost. The
feedback I am getting, which Mr Lenders should be
listening to and Mr Somyurek should be understanding,
is that this will be an added impost on business. In the
dairy industry, for example, it has been said there will
be a loss of 17 per cent of annual income as a result of
the tax. The most common complaint that I hear from
business is Labor’s lack of understanding about the
sector; it just does not understand the impact that this
will have.

Ambulance services: response times
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. I take it that
his answer to my first question today confirms that
approximately 70 per cent of Melbourne’s ambulance
services were unavailable to respond to emergencies on
Monday night of this week. Does he have anything to
say to Victorian patients about the actions he will be
taking to decrease the strain on the hospital system
which saw the Alfred, Austin, Cabrini and Dandenong
Valley hospitals being on bypass on Monday of this
week? What does he say to the patients about the
actions he will be taking about them spending many
hours in ambulances waiting to be admitted to
emergency departments in Melbourne metropolitan
hospitals this week?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
member is right to point to ramping as a serious
problem in the Victorian health system. There is no
question that the impact of hospital-ambulance
interface issues is significant, and there is no doubt that
there have been some significant challenges for
Ambulance Victoria this week. Equally the history of
this is that the previous government left Ambulance
Victoria in a terrible state. The deterioration — —
An honourable member — What are you going to
do about it?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It is important to provide the
background to this in responding to the precise question
that the member has asked.
Mr Jennings — It is a nine-month background.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I take up the point of the
interjection. After 11 years of Labor, a botched merger
in 2008 by the then Minister for Health, Daniel
Andrews, the effects of which we are still feeling, the
massive deficits that Ambulance Victoria faced, the
massive impact on the workforce and the massive
problems that were left in ambulance response times,
we have put in place a $151 million ambulance package
through the budget this year — —
Mr Jennings — How much of that is spent?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — A lot of it is being spent year
by year over the next four years. The money was
allocated as per our election promises to deal with the
problem, to lift the number of paramedics, to deal with
the workforce issues in Ambulance Victoria, to support
ambulance paramedics and to support Ambulance
Victoria. As part of that process we have put in place an
honest declaration of the amount of ramping so that
instead of having hidden data — secrets that were left
by the previous minister, who would not honestly say
how many ambulances were ramped, would not
indicate the impact and tried to hide the facts — we will
declare the data. It is up there on the website now, and
you can see which ambulances — —
Mr Jennings — Not on Monday.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Quarterly data comes
through on ambulance ramping. It is up on the website
in the regular way. There is real-time data about
ambulance bypass of emergency departments — —
Mr Jennings — Is it real time?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It is real time. If you look
now, you can see which emergency department is on
bypass and which is on the hospital early warning
system. This was also data that was not declared by the
previous government, which sought to hide that data.
This government is now working with Ambulance
Victoria and hospitals on the challenges at the interface
between them. It is working to support the ambulance
workforce, it is working to support our qualified
paramedics and it is working to get the best result
possible.
I am not pretending for 1 minute that it will be easy to
undo 11 years of damage, including the botched merger
left by Daniel Andrews. He should understand, and the
community should fully understand, the challenges that
this government has inherited. It will take time to repair
the damage. We have brought the money forward in the
budget this year. The programs are being implemented.
We are supporting the ambulance service, we are
supporting the highly qualified paramedics who have
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such an important role, and we are working with our
hospitals, but nobody should be under any illusion
about the challenges and difficulties facing our
ambulance service, given the mess left by Daniel
Andrews.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The minister is doing his best to indicate that he is
concerned, and he is doing his best to indicate that there
is in fact a problem. What he has not identified on one
occasion in his answers to the questions I have asked
him up until now — but I invite him to — is what
action he is taking, when he will take that action and
when resources will get to Ambulance Victoria and into
hospitals to deal with this interface issue that causes the
blockage that means patients are not receiving care in
real time in Victoria this week.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Let
me be clear with the member and with the community:
we have inherited a significant problem. We have
brought forward money in this year’s budget, including
additional resources for hospitals and for Ambulance
Victoria. The $151 million ambulance package that
was brought forward, the additional mobile intensive
care ambulance support that was promised and is
being — —
Mr Jennings — What does ‘bringing forward’
mean?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — What it means is that the
budget brings forward money. Mr Jennings has been a
minister, so I think he understands this. Over time, each
year we bring it forward — —
Mr Jennings — The question relates to when you
will spend it, where you will spend it, how you will
spend it and who knows you are spending it.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Ambulance Victoria
understands that it has additional resources this year. It
is working through the bringing forward of
additional — —
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I think Mr Jennings
understands very well that it takes time to train
paramedics, it takes time to do the work and it takes
time to work on the interface with hospitals. After
11 years of damage, and since the botched merger in
2008, Daniel Andrews has left a terrible legacy, and we
are repairing it.
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Housing: affordability
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning, the Honourable
Matthew Guy, and I ask: can the minister inform the
house of how the Baillieu government is acting to cut
red tape in planning, which will have a direct impact on
Melbourne’s housing affordability crisis, and are there
any other threats to Melbourne’s housing affordability?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I begin
by thanking my good friend and colleague
Mr Ondarchie for his poignant question in relation to
housing affordability in Melbourne. On this side of the
house we take housing affordability seriously, and we
take solving the housing affordability crisis left to us by
the previous government very seriously. That is why I
recently moved to act on housing lots under 300 square
metres to remove the need for permit applications under
a range of circumstances in order to bring forward those
homes on smaller lots in growth areas sooner. It is
complementary to a range of initiatives that this
government has put in place in just nine months.
We have established a housing affordability unit,
reduced stamp duty and brought forward land releases
across the metropolitan area. We have a process in
place that is independent of logical inclusions,
supported by, I might add, the member for Monbulk in
the Assembly, a member of Labor’s shadow cabinet.
We have work-in-kind agreements in place, in law, so
that we can negotiate infrastructure sooner in growth
areas than would necessarily have been realised under
the previous government, a program opposed by the
Labor member for Brighton — or I should say
Broadmeadows — in the Assembly, who has no idea
about why the necessity for infrastructure is important
for the outer suburbs.
One year ago this week the Prime Minister said, ‘There
will be no carbon tax under a government I lead’. It was
a year ago this week that the federal Treasurer,
Mr Swan, said, ‘Certainly what we reject is the
hysterical allegation that somehow we are moving
towards a carbon tax’. A year, let alone a week, is a
long time in politics. One year later we now have
studies — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Leane — On a point of order, President, the
minister is clearly debating the question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not sure I would
accept that it is a debate yet, but Mr Leane is right in
that if the minister continues along this train and
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develops this theme without referring directly back to
the question that was asked, and presumably the cost
impacts on housing affordability, then the minister
would be debating the question. But I am sure the
minister is about to return to that particular information.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Thank you, President, for that
guidance. I would like to inform the chamber of the
whopping great impact that a carbon tax will have on
affordability in Melbourne, because it is extremely
important. This government is doing everything it can
to combat a housing affordability crisis left by a
government which had its head in the sand for the last
11 years around housing affordability. The HIA
(Housing Industry Association) has forecast that the
carbon tax proposed by the federal government will add
$7000 to the cost of the average home. For the
17 500 dwellings that were built in Melbourne last year,
that would take over $120 million out of the pockets of
average working families in this city — $120 million!
The Australian Labor Party could not care less. It has a
top-down, big government, Soviet-style approach to
planning, an idea that it knows best about planning,
which is to tax the living hell out of you, to tax the life
out of you and destroy people’s dreams of housing
affordability, while the state government is doing
everything it can to combat this crisis and get people
into homes. We have a Prime Minister who has misled
the Australian people. Twelve months ago she said
there would be no carbon tax, and now we are getting
$120 million worth of it!
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, I put to you,
President, that the minister is in direct breach of your
advice. He is now talking about the formulation or
non-formulation of policy by a party a year ago, which
has nothing to do with government administration or
legislation. What he is referring to in his debate are
things that may or may not have persuaded a party to
form a view. It has nothing to do with government
administration. I ask you, President, to bring him back
to government administration. This is not a history
lesson.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am concerned about
some of the background noise that occurs when
Mr Guy speaks. I worry about his voice and his blood
pressure, and I have to say that background noise
sometimes makes it difficult for me to have a proper
understanding of some of his comments, and I am sure
other members of the chamber are also at a
disadvantage because of that noise. Some of the matters
that Mr Guy has been canvassing in respect of his
answer, particularly the references to the HIA, are
obviously directly relevant to the question asked and

Wednesday, 17 August 2011

are part of his policy administration. The nexus he drew
between the decisions that are being made by the
federal government and their impact in the state were
not too far wide of the mark. Nevertheless, I know
Mr Guy does push the boundaries a bit, and I suggest
that in continuing his answer for the next 22 seconds he
focus mostly on the cost impacts.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Thank you for that ruling,
President, and the charitable commentary you gave
along with it. As I said, in just nine months this
government has got runs on the board in combating
housing affordability problems. All the federal Labor
government and the Labor Party have to show is a tax
that will hurt homebuyers and destroy housing
affordability.

Hospitals: bed numbers
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. With reports
coming in from a number of hospitals across Victoria of
bed closures, what process and accounting method will
the minister use to guarantee that the delivery of new
beds this year, which his government has committed to,
are in addition to the capacity of the hospital system
that his government assumed responsibility for in
November 2010?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Actually it was December.
Mr Jennings — The people said November.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The Governor swore
ministers in on 2 December; I thought I would just
make that small point. The fact is the new government
inherited a health system that needs a lot of assistance.
We have in place a number of election commitments to
work and deliver on to improve the system. We will
work hard to do that. We have brought forward many
of the policies in this year’s budget, including policies
to provide additional beds in the system. I think I know
where Mr Jennings is going, but the fact is those — —
Mr Jennings — No-one knows where the beds are
going.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I make the point that there
will be additional resources this year — in fact a 6.7 per
cent increase in the acute health output group and a
5.9 per cent increase in the budget to provide
$13 billion towards a strong health system. We will
provide additional resources to deliver on our election
commitments for additional beds. We indicated that we
would provide an additional 100 beds in the period of
this financial year, and we will do so.
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Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am going to change my supplementary question. Does
the minister know how many beds there are in
Victorian hospitals so that he can measure the
additional beds, and how can the Victorian community
not assume that a winter warm ward closure will end up
being a bed opening in spring?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As the
member well knows, our health system is managed by
independent boards and by individual health services
across the state. They are provided with resources,
which are negotiated with them through a statement of
priorities process under the funding guidelines, as he
well understands. The annual reports of each hospital
provide the number of beds and the arrangements that
are in place. That process will continue. It is an
accountable process which will be provided annually.
The data will also be provided to the Institute of Health
and Welfare in the normal way.

Carbon tax: housing
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Housing. Can the minister inform
the house of future cost pressures on Victorian public
housing arising from the commonwealth’s proposed
carbon tax?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
thank the member for his question and for his ongoing
interest in the impact of the carbon tax on vulnerable
Victorians. The carbon tax the Gillard government is
intending to introduce is going to drive up the cost of
living for all Australians. It will also drive up the cost of
providing government services. The Gillard
government’s carbon tax will drive prices higher, which
will impact on some of the most vulnerable Victorians.
This is a tax that is bad for Victoria, bad for Victorians
and particularly bad for the most vulnerable Victorians.
In the housing portfolio the carbon tax will increase the
cost of construction and the delivery of utilities such as
electricity, water and gas. It will drive up the cost of
maintenance and cleaning contracts, and it will also
drive up the cost of rates. The Municipal Association of
Victoria has said that rates will increase by at least 3 per
cent. If you multiply that across 65 000 public housing
properties, you will see it is a tremendous increase and
a burden on the housing budget that will prevent us
from investing money in new housing to house more
vulnerable Victorians. All of these extra costs are
expected to have a significant impact on the housing
budget. Increasing the cost of construction will threaten
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our ability to house those who are on the waiting list,
and it will threaten the future of vulnerable Victorians.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — I note that Ms Pulford
and Mr Pakula do not take this tax seriously. They do
not care about vulnerable Victorians. They are only
interested in protecting their commonwealth mates.
This is a tax that will impact on Victoria’s most
vulnerable.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — The former Treasurer is
obviously very poorly informed. The Office of Housing
does pay rates. This will drive up the cost to our budget
of the provision of rates and impact on our ability to
deliver more public housing in this state. The Prime
Minister, Julia Gillard, should be ashamed of
introducing this tax and of the impact it will have on
vulnerable Victorians.
The Victorian government is standing up for
Victorians. With international economic uncertainty
impacting on the Australian economy so harshly, now
is not the time to introduce the cost burden of another
tax. Why is the Leader of the Opposition in the other
house not standing up for Victorians? Why is
Mr Lenders also not standing up for vulnerable
Victorians? Why are not all Labor members ringing
Julia Gillard and telling her that this is a bad tax? It is
bad for Australia, it is bad for Victoria and it is
particularly bad for vulnerable Victorians. They are not
saying it because, as always, they are putting Labor first
and Victoria second.

Hospitals: funding
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. Can the
minister guarantee that the funding he will make
available to each and every hospital in Victoria through
the service agreement for 2011–12, which he agreed to
in his last answer as the statement of priorities, is more
in dollar terms than for the agreement in 2010–11?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — What I
can say to the member is that the government has
allocated more money through the budget to provide for
health services. It is true that negotiations will go on
with each health service, and I am not going to presage
the individual negotiations, but we will be working to
see increases in funding for health services across the
state.
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I want to make the point to the member that in the
framing of the budget we faced a number of difficulties,
and he will be aware — —
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place a regime that will see a greater level of activity
across the state.

Carbon tax: aviation industry
Mr Jennings — Carbon tax?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No. The carbon tax will
impact later. During the framing of this year’s budget
the commonwealth withdrew $2.5 billion, and it
withdrew another $1.6 billion in activity level through
the GST. I do not blame the commonwealth directly for
that, but the impact of the $2.5 billion reflects its
decision to penalise Victoria and to land a hit on the
state. It means that Victoria will have less funding by
$4.1 billion over the forward estimates period. I make
the point that that will mean health service budgets will
grow by a lesser amount than many would have wished
to see. Health service budgets will grow by a lesser
amount than every Victorian and every member of this
house would have liked to have seen.
The government is determined to ensure that health
services get the best possible result. The opposition
ought be prepared to criticise the federal government
and to support the state government in its attempts to
make sure we get a fairer deal on the GST so Victorians
are not penalised. The fact is that the state
government’s budget this year has seen an increase in
the acute health output group of 6.7 per cent. It has
actually seen a significant increase in resources, but it
could have been even greater if we had not had the
unilateral withdrawal of money by the commonwealth
government, which will impact on the state’s budget
over the forward estimates period.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
notice that the minister did not guarantee that each and
every health service across Victoria will receive an
increase in actual dollar terms from last year to next
year. Can he guarantee that no Victorian hospital
service will be forced to conclude an agreement which
will mean it is funded to perform fewer treatments in
2011–12 than it was funded to perform in 2010–11?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As the
member well understands, these are negotiations with
health services about budget and outcome, and we will
work through that process with each and every health
service across the state. The department will work that
through with each and every health service. What is
clear is that we will seek more activity from each health
service. I make the point that there is more money
being provided through the budget this year. We will
seek additional funding for health services and put in

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question without notice is to the Minister responsible
for the Aviation Industry, Mr Rich-Phillips. I ask: can
the minister inform the house of the aviation industry’s
concerns regarding the commonwealth government’s
carbon tax?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister
responsible for the Aviation Industry) — I thank
Mr O’Donohue for his question and for his interest in
this issue. There is no doubt that the aviation industry
will be heavily impacted upon by the Gillard
government’s carbon tax. It is an industry which has
always operated on very narrow margins, and the
impost from the commonwealth threatens to further
undermine the viability of those businesses. We have
already seen Qantas announce that the annual impact of
the carbon tax on its operations will be of the order of
$110 million to $115 million. Qantas has indicated that
it will have to pass on those costs to its customers. We
have seen Virgin Australia indicate that the cost of the
carbon tax on its operations will be of the order of
$45 million annually, which will also be passed on to
its customers.
The Prime Minister in announcing her package
indicated that the carbon tax package would be targeted
at the 500 largest polluters, but the reality for the
aviation industry is quite different. What the
commonwealth is proposing for the aviation industry is
a new fuel levy which will see a substantial increase, a
near doubling, in the level of commonwealth excise on
jet fuel and avgas, which will have a major impact on
the operating efficiencies of companies in that sector.
We have seen a number of representations from the
smaller end of the industry raising concerns about this.
The Regional Aviation Association of Australia has
said in relation to the fuel impost:
These costs will then be passed on to regional communities
and will also threaten marginal regional routes, possibly
jeopardising the air services to some towns.
Encouraging people to jump in their cars and drive long
distances instead of using one of the regional operators seems
a very poor environmental outcome.

The Aerial Agricultural Association of Australia has
also expressed concern about the impact of the carbon
tax on the aerial agricultural industry. It notes in its
statement:
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The aviation carbon tax cannot result in behaviour change as
the industry is already using the most fuel-efficient engines in
the most effective manner possible and there are no certified
biofuels or alternative certified engines available.

The point is that the industry is already operating
efficiently. The carbon tax impost will not allow the
industry to operate any more efficiently, and this will be
a major direct cost impact on the industry. Despite the
Prime Minister’s commitments around the carbon tax
being imposed on the 500 largest polluters, the reality is
that the mechanism being used to impose the carbon tax
on the aviation industry is going to flow through to the
smallest flying school operator, the smallest charter
operator and the smallest aerial agricultural operator. It
is even going to impact on such things as aerial
firefighting operations.
This is a bad package for the Victorian economy, it is a
bad package for the Australian economy and it is a bad
package for the aviation industry.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — In
relation to question 675, which I first lodged on 3 May
and directed to the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change — it is in relation to the issue of
permits to destroy wildlife — I am seeking the
assistance of the Leader of the Government to expedite
the answer. I also seek his assistance in relation to
question 718 for the Premier, which is about the
funding provided to non-government parties in the
Parliament, and question 728 to the Minister for Energy
and Resources, via Mr Hall, the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills, which relates to the budget for
energy efficiency rebates for low-income homes. This
has been topical in question time today, but no
information is forthcoming from the government when
I ask questions about it.
Likewise I seek answers to: question 729, also to the
Minister for Energy and Resources, in relation to
water-efficiency rebates for low-income home owners;
question 731, to the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change relating to the commitment of money
to the Alpine National Park, an issue of great interest to
all of us; and question 733 to the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change about the
government’s intention to proclaim the climate change
act and introduce regulations under that act — again
this is very topical, but I am not able to get any
information from the government on what it might be
doing about it.

2471

I also require an answer to question 734 — as of
30 June these questions were all unanswered and we
have seen no more come through today — to the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change about
funding for Parks Victoria, and all members have an
interest in that. Question 735 to the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security re harvest and haulage
contracts for VicForests has not been answered, and nor
has question 741 to the Minister for Finance via the
Assistant Treasurer, Mr Rich-Phillips, in relation to
budget provision for the review of state finances.
Question 746 to the Minister for Public Transport,
which is about funding allocated to new stations, and
question 747 to the Minister for Public Transport,
which is about new and extended local bus routes for
regional towns, also remain unanswered.
Question 749 was directed to the Minister for Public
Transport via the Minister for Planning, who has
disappeared momentarily, and asks about the allocation
of additional public transport services in the budget.
Other questions include question 751, which was again
directed to the Minister for Public Transport and is
about station upgrades. Question 752 asks about some
funding which has been put aside for the Doncaster area
rapid transit system; I would like some information
about how that is to be spent. At this point we are not
even up to the questions that we lodged in May which
we have not received answers to yet either.
Question 755 is for the Minister for Public Transport
and is about tram and bus shelter funding that was
allocated in the budget. I want to know how these
shelters will be rolled out, as do many of our
constituents, I am sure. Question 756 is for the Minister
for Public Transport and is about the feasibility studies
for the Melbourne Airport rail link and the Lara to
Avalon Airport rail link. I am asking if there will be
public consultation associated with those.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr BARBER — I understand Mr Drum finds this
tiresome, but it is also tiresome that the business of
Parliament continues without us being able to get
information.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Barber should
ignore the interjections.
Mr BARBER — Question 757 is for the Minister
for Public Transport and is about the establishment of a
public transport development authority, which was a
major initiative of the Greens and coalition parties at
the last state election that we are yet to hear about. I
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believe my colleagues Ms Pennicuik and Ms Hartland
also have some outstanding questions.

and Food Security regarding aerial baiting and duck
shooting.

Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President —
and mine is a serious point of order — we are still in
question time and two ministers have left the house. A
number of the issues raised by Mr Barber were for
those ministers. The point of order is on the
appropriateness of ministers leaving the house during
question time.

I am also looking for answers to questions 684, 685 and
688, and they are questions to the Minister for
Corrections regarding sentencing, which is an issue
coming up for debate in the Parliament. I would like
some answers to those questions before those debates
commence. Question 692 is a question to the Minister
for Crime Prevention regarding figures on crime
prevention in the state of Victoria. Questions 703, 704
and 705 are for the Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security. There is a question for the Minister for Youth
Affairs regarding funding for the FReeZA program. I
note the Premier was out last week launching his live
music report and talking about the FReeZA program,
which seems to be lacking funding, so I would like an
answer to that question and also to questions 710, 711
and 714.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not in a position
to determine what the attendance in the house might be
of any member. Ministers obviously need to give
consideration to showing courtesy to the house in
respect of proceedings, particularly relating to question
time. No doubt in further sessions that courtesy may
well be considered by ministers.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
happy to follow these questions through again for the
member. I will do so.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Likewise, I will follow up on those questions.

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — In response to two questions, 728 and
729, which were asked of the Minister for Energy and
Resources through me, I give an assurance that I will
contact the minister and seek some responses as soon as
possible.

Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Yesterday I again raised questions 108 and 114 from
1 March. I asked yesterday whether Mr Davis would
perhaps provide me with a response today. I am just
getting to my feet to find out whether Mr Davis has an
update for me on questions 108 and 114 from 1 March.

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I also
have a list of questions that are unanswered. They are
questions 677 from 5 May for Mr Mulder; 235 from
24 March for Mr Mulder; 678 from 5 March for
Mr Mulder; 599, 600 and 793 from 14 June for
Mr Mulder; 855 from 14 June for Mr Mulder — —

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
communicated with the relevant ministers. I have
followed that through. I will follow it through further,
but I do make the point that no. 351 in the last
Parliament was put on the notice paper on 23 May 2007
for the then Minister for Public Transport, Mr Pakula.
That is more than three years and he chose not to
answer.

An honourable member interjected.
Ms HARTLAND — Yes, he does not like to
answer any questions of mine. Question 789 from
14 June is for the Attorney-General and question 855
from 16 June is for Mr Mulder. I still have not had any
of those questions answered.

Hon. M. P. Pakula — I was not minister in May
2007.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Likewise, I will follow those through for the member.

The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of a point of
order raised by Mr Lenders, I have indicated that whilst
I cannot direct members on their attendance in the
house I believe that ministers should remain until the
end of question time as a courtesy to the house. Further
to the remarks I made in response to that point of order,
I point out that paragraph (1) of standing order 8.11,
which refers to the procedure when answers to
questions on notice are not provided, suggests that
ministers should remain in the chamber for this part of
the process. As Mr Lenders rightly said, questions in
respect of answers that have not been provided are part

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
would like to raise the issue of 17 outstanding questions
to which I am still waiting for answers. I remind the
house that the latest number of questions on notice on
the notice paper is 2942. The earliest ones that I am still
looking for answers to are questions 139 and 140 to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. They date
back to March, as do questions 167, 170, 172, 173 and
175, which are questions to the Minister for Agriculture

Hon. D. M. DAVIS — But the member was a
minister for a long period.
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of question time procedure. Under the standing order it
is anticipated that ministers will be in attendance. It
states:
(1) If a minister does not furnish an answer to a question on
notice within 30 days of the asking of that question and
does not, within that period, provide to the member who
asked the question an explanation satisfactory to that
member as to why the answer has not been provided —
(a) at the conclusion of the normal time for answering
questions on notice on any day after that period the
member may ask the relevant minister for an
explanation —

that obviously anticipates that the ministers would still
be in attendance in the house at that point —
(b) at the conclusion of any such explanation the
member may move, without notice, ‘That the
Council take note of the explanation’.

Under that standing order, notwithstanding that I am
not in a position to direct members on their attendance
in the house, there is certainly an expectation that
ministers will be in the house for this part of the
proceedings. It is an extension of the question time
period.
Sitting suspended 1.05 p.m. until 2.08 p.m.

GOVERNMENT: PERFORMANCE
Debate resumed.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
am grateful for the opportunity to contribute to the
debate on motion 138 moved by Mr Lenders. I will
urge members to support the motion.
Mr Lenders gave a comprehensive contribution about
the failure of the government — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — I thought it was patchy and
incomplete, actually.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — He gave a comprehensive
contribution about the failure of the government to
outline plans for jobs in the state. Mr David Davis is a
hit and run merchant — he interjects then leaves.
Hon. D. M. Davis — I will come back.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — No, you are welcome to
leave, Mr Davis. It was a comprehensive contribution
which also outlined the government’s failings in
regional Victoria. I think the form of the government on
the question of jobs was apparent very early in its term
of government. Its families statement did not contain
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anything about jobs; in the state budget there was no
mention of jobs. Ms Asher, the Deputy Leader of the
Liberal Party and Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business, said in her contribution when
responding to a question from the opposition that it is
not the responsibility of the government to create jobs.
We saw more of the government’s form, I have to say,
during question time today. We saw the setting up of
one of the greatest blame-shifting exercises we are
likely to see in this state in a very long time — a
massive abdication of responsibility. Before the
election we saw all of those glossy photos of the now
Premier under the banners ‘Fixing the problems’ and
‘Ted Baillieu will fix the problems’. We have not heard
that much about fixing the problems since the election.
What we are hearing now from the government is, ‘It’s
not our fault’. The message before the election was
‘Fixing the problems’; now the message is ‘It’s not our
fault’. The first thing we heard from the government
after the election was, ‘There are all of these black
holes’. All of those black holes are bogus. Then at
budget time, we heard all about lapsing programs, as
though they are some new creation, that the new
government will never have a lapsing program and that
every program this government funds will be funded in
perpetuity. We had that big — —
Mr P. Davis — Take ownership, be accountable, be
responsible and accept responsibility.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Acting President, I am
being roundly provoked by my colleague on the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee, the chair,
Mr Davis.
Mr Lenders — Just give him some free firewood,
and he will be fine.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Indeed, Mr Lenders, with
some free firewood he may be able to build himself a
fire, put his Explorer socks up in front of it and calm
down.
After the election it was the bogus black holes, then it
was the newfangled lapsing programs and now it is all
about carbon tax. This government jumps from excuse
to excuse about why it has either not delivered on
promises or why we ought not blame it if it does not
deliver on promises. This government has been in
power for only nine months, and already it is setting up
the greatest justification that I have seen as to why it
might not deliver.
We heard from Mr Guy, ‘We might bring down
housing affordability, but if we don’t, it’s not my fault;
it’s the fault of the carbon tax’. We heard from
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Mr David Davis that he is going to improve health
services, but he says, ‘If I don’t, it’s not my fault; it’s
the fault of the carbon tax’. We heard from
Mr Rich-Phillips, who said, ‘If our promises on
aviation are not delivered, it’s not my fault; it’s the fault
of the carbon tax’. We heard from Mr Dalla-Riva on
jobs, not just today but in his response — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — We hear from him, not
just today, Mr Finn, but in his response to every
question from opposition members about jobs, saying,
‘It’s not my fault; it’s the carbon tax’.
Mr Finn interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Never mind the fact that
right now there is no carbon tax. It is very difficult to
understand how the carbon tax can be at fault for job
losses at SPC Ardmona, how a carbon tax can be at
fault for job losses at Heinz or how a carbon tax can be
at fault for all these things on which the government is
not delivering, when there is no carbon tax.
It seems the government’s slogan has gone from ‘Fix
the problems’ to ‘We’ll try to fix the problems, but if
we don’t, it’s not our fault’. That is an unbelievable
abdication of responsibility, and I have to say that if it is
the government’s position with regard to housing,
aviation, manufacturing and health that there is nothing
we can do because of the carbon tax, it might as well
give up and let us go back over there. We reckon there
is a role for state government, and we do not just throw
up our hands and say federal government policy is
preventing us from reaching our goals.
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Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Good for you, Mr Davis. I
am sure that in your cattle-wrangling days you would
have been a member of the Australian Workers Union.
Mr Ramsay — Where do you sit on the Electrical
Trades Union elections, Mr Pakula?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Ramsay asked me
where I sit on the Electrical Trades Union elections. I
am inclined not to be diverted, but frankly it is not a
matter I have given any attention to. It is a matter for
members of the ETU, of which I am not one.
The general query that was raised by Mrs Peulich in the
narrative around her notices of motion was in relation
to what influence unions had on Labor Party policy.
Unions are not associated entities, they are actually
affiliates of the Labor Party. One of the things that
unions expect of Labor governments is that we will
create jobs. It is one of the things that unions, on behalf
of their members, make clear to us — that is, they think
that one of the great responsibilities of Labor
governments is to create jobs in the food manufacturing
and heavy manufacturing sectors, in the child-care
sector, in education and in health. It is one of the
reasons we responded so quickly to the global financial
crisis (GFC) of 2008.
I have heard speakers from the government talk about
the fact that Minister Theophanous’s manufacturing
plan was late. The fact of the matter is that when the
GFC hit in 2008 not only was the manufacturing
statement in place but it was also swung into action
with extraordinary expedition.
Mr Finn — Two and a half years later!

State government has a role to play, and yesterday in
this place we were treated to a series of notices of
motion from Mrs Peulich about what influence the
trade union movement might have on policy
development. Far be it from me to anticipate debate, so
I will not go to the substance of Mrs Peulich’s motions.
I am sure those motions will be brought on for debate at
a time in the not-too-distant future so that we can
debate them fulsomely. However, as part of the
narrative around those notices of motion there was a
suggestion that a number of us on this side of the house
are members of trade unions, as if that is somehow
meant to be a badge of shame that we should wear and
that we ought to be embarrassed about.

Hon. M. P. PAKULA — The GFC hit in 2008, and
the manufacturing statement had been released at that
time. Some of the things that the manufacturing
statement contained were the Industry Transition Fund,
the Victorian industry participation policy, all manner
of industry support packages and the transport
infrastructure manufacturing scheme, which was in the
budget as well. What those things meant was that the
government of the day was able to respond aggressively
with industry assistance for the car industry, for Ford at
Geelong and for component manufacturers. We were
able to use the Industry Transition Fund, in
collaboration with the Australian Industry Group and
the unions, to ensure that jobs were protected.

Mr P. Davis — I was a member of the Australian
Workers Union and proud of it.

In relation to the influence of the trade union movement
during that time, it would have been good if some
members of the then opposition could have sat around
the table of the Victorian Industry Manufacturing
Council or at the Industry Capability Network, where
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unions and employers worked together both to lobby
me and to work with me to ensure that targeted industry
assistance was provided to the manufacturing sector to
get it through GFC no. 1. That is how we were able,
through the Industry Transition Fund, to support jobs in
the car industry. This was happening at the same time
that Liberal Party luminaries like Tim Wilson and Jeff
Kennett were writing newspaper articles saying that we
should let the car industry go, stop pumping money into
the industry and let it stand or fall on its own two feet.
Mr Finn — The carbon tax will kill it.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — That is your party’s form
on the automotive industry, Mr Finn.
Mr Finn — The carbon tax will kill it anyway. Do
you support it?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Finn, you really are a
one-trick pony. You are a reflection of your federal
leader, Mr Abbott, for whom every issue, every
problem and every question can be answered by just
repeating, like a parrot, that the carbon tax is the
answer.
Mr Finn — Do you support it?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I am talking about action
that the former government took on jobs, which stands
in stark contrast to the attitude and activities of this
government. Rather than taking action on jobs this
government uses the carbon tax as a cloak under which
to hide and to excuse its inaction.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! I ask that comments be directed through the
Chair and that interjections, which are disorderly, be
kept to a minimum. I am mindful that there was robust
debate before lunch when the roles were reversed. I
know there are competent members on all sides who
can handle themselves appropriately. I ask that all
comments be through the Chair.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I thank the Acting
President for his vote of confidence, and for my part I
undertake to direct my comments through the Chair.
Apart from the Industry Transition Fund, which was
used by the previous government to support jobs in the
automotive sector and in the supply chain, thousands of
defence jobs were protected and created through the use
of targeted industry support. We saw the situation
where jobs were going to go at BAE Systems Australia
in Williamstown, but our government saved and
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secured them, not just through financial support but
through aggressive lobbying of a federal government
that at one point wanted to send those jobs somewhere
else. We had the local content procurement
requirements, which we enhanced through the
manufacturing statement. That allowed us to get an
outcome on the tram procurement of 50 per cent local
manufacturing content at Bombardier.
These were all aggressive actions that were taken by the
previous government to actively support manufacturing
and other jobs in our community through an incredibly
difficult economic time. We did not just wash our
hands of it and say it was not our fault but the fault of
the global financial crisis, which is what this
government is now doing with the carbon tax. It says it
is not its fault; it is because of the carbon tax. We saw
that we had a global financial crisis and that we had to
deal with it. We were not prepared to just allow
ourselves to be the victims of circumstance. We were
not prepared to simply say it was all about the feds. We
understood there were things that we could do at a state
level, and we went and did them. We were open at the
time about the fact that the things that we did were not
going to be the be-all and end-all, that they were not
going to be the panacea and that they were not going to
immunise us from the impact of the global financial
crisis. Nevertheless, we saw that there were things we
could do as a state government to make the situation
better than it otherwise would have been, and that is
what we went and did.
In government we worked with the Victorian Freight
and Logistics Council to improve the options and the
ability to ship grain and other products from country
ports to the port of Melbourne and other ports. We
brought in the subsidy for the carriage of bulk grain that
allowed organisations like Ken Wakefield’s terminal in
Merbein to still be operating today. It would have been
closed up two years ago if our government had not
aggressively intervened. I acknowledge the fact that
those subsidies have been retained.
It is absolutely incorrect for Mr Drum to say our
government allowed rail freight infrastructure to rot.
Our government repaired all the gold lines and all the
silver lines in accordance with the recommendations of
Tim Fischer’s review, and that was after we had to fix
the damage of the Pacific National lease where there
was no maintenance requirement for 15 years and we
had to buy back the rail. We went on to upgrade the
gold and silver lines. The point of all that is that there is
a role for targeted government intervention in times of
economic difficulty. We are not market fundamentalists
like some of those opposite.
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Mr P. Davis — You do not believe in the market?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I said we are not market
fundamentalists. Mr Davis would have been one of
those that I would have actually given a pass to. I would
not have believed him to be a market fundamentalist. I
know our friends in The Nationals, the agrarian
socialists, are not market fundamentalists. They are all
for targeted intervention, so long as it benefits their
particular constituencies — and they are more than
keen to socialise the losses where necessary.
However, what now exists is in absolute contrast to the
actions of the previous government. It was
acknowledged universally, certainly by the
commonwealth and by all other states and territories,
that the former government’s submissions to
Infrastructure Australia were the most comprehensive,
shovel-ready and professionally created submissions
that Infrastructure Australia had had in front of it over
the last couple of years. That is why we got $40 million
up-front for Melbourne Metro 1. I do not expect we will
ever see that from this government. The reason we got
the commonwealth to fund the majority of the regional
rail link was the quality of the submissions that
Infrastructure Australia received from our government.
Mr Drum said in his contribution that when he speaks
to businesses they say what they want is infrastructure
construction. Too right they do! That is why our
government was always ahead of the curve in making
sure it had its submissions and its requests for support
from the commonwealth in order in a way that enabled
it to get more than its fair share of commonwealth
support. What do we see now? Infrastructure Australia
says it has nothing from the coalition — not a thing, not
a single submission. What was the excuse given by the
Deputy Premier? He said Infrastructure Australia has
run out of dough. Someone needs to tell him that it
never had any dough.
Infrastructure Australia is an advisory group that makes
recommendations to the commonwealth about which
projects ought to be supported. It is not a funding body.
It is an advisory body, and people like Mark Birrell, a
former member of this place, are members of it. I
would have thought members of this government
would know that. Members do not need to take my
word of for it; it is contained in an article written by
Josh Gordon dated 7 July and headed ‘Time for inert
Baillieu government to get its act together over major
projects’, which states:
Actually, Infrastructure Australia never had any ‘dough’ to
run out of. Ryan is either poorly informed, or has deliberately
misrepresented Infrastructure Australia’s role to squirm out of
a tight spot.
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The Deputy Premier of this state must fundamentally
misunderstand Infrastructure Australia’s role. To fail to
present projects to Infrastructure Australia because you
think it has run out of money, when it is not a funding
body, is either unbelievably inept or just fundamentally
dishonest.
We will not see too many jobs created while the
Victorian government allows the New South Wales
government to steal a march on it. That is exactly what
has happened. I refer to the editorial in the Age of
6 July, which states:
The 59 proposals Infrastructure Australia has received this
year come from every other —

that is, other than Victoria —
state and territory. Nine are from NSW, where the
two-month-old O’Farrell government is supporting
submissions by the former Keneally government and is, by
comparison with the Baillieu government, immersed in
frenetic activity. What is holding Victoria back?

Again, I do not know what the Victorian government is
going to say about that. Is it going to say it is the carbon
tax holding us back? Is it going to say that lapsing
programs are holding us back? Or is it simply the case
that the government just has not got its act together?
A situation seems to be emerging where the
government is not only inactive but seems to be trying
to make a virtue of that inactivity. The narrative coming
from government members is that we will not see Ted
Baillieu on TV all the time and we will not see them
pushing themselves before the cameras, with shovels in
the dirt. This is not about the nightly news; it is about
actually doing things. For a government that is now
nine months old to make a virtue of doing — I cannot
use the term I want to use — very little might be fine
from a political point of view. It might be that the
Liberal Party polling is telling it that what the public
wants is to see less of its political leaders, but it is not
good enough to have a government that is out of your
face but not doing much in an environment where jobs
are disappearing and the global economy is teetering on
the edge of a second GFC — and let us all hope it does
not go there. We have all seen what is going on in
Greece, we know what is going on in Spain and Italy,
and we know what will happen if the eurozone needs to
bail out a few more big economies.
The government needs to understand that its role is to
actively get involved, not look for excuses about why it
has not fixed the problems or, what is worse, look for
excuses about why it may not fix the problems in the
years ahead. That is not governing; that is just
politicking. The difference between governing and
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politicking is that government is about getting in and
trying to fix the problems you see before you, trying to
anticipate the problems you see coming and putting in
place policies to deal with them. I see a government
that is more interested in setting up scapegoats and
creating an environment in which if things go wrong it
has somebody else to blame.
Mr Koch interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Koch asks, ‘Who did
we learn from?’. I wonder whether that is an admission
from the whip that that is exactly what the government
is doing.
I could say much more. The government’s focus needs
to be on doing what it said it would do before the
election, which was fix the problems, not on spending
all its time saying, ‘We haven’t fixed them yet because
it was your fault, and we might not fix them in the
future because it’ll be someone else’s fault — namely,
the federal government’. Certainly there are things the
federal government does that influence the ability of the
state government to do its job. There are things in the
global economy that influence the ability of the state
government to deliver on its promises. However, none
of that is an excuse for inaction, none of that allows the
state government to abdicate its role and none of that
should allow the state government to think there are not
still strong, meaningful interventions it can make to
acquit its responsibilities and make sure it is doing
everything it can to do what it said it would do, which
was fix the problems, rather than looking for someone
to blame for its own inaction.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — What a delight
it is to have the opportunity this afternoon to respond to
Mr Pakula, a member for Western Metropolitan
Region. I have listened intently to all the contributions
during the course of this debate. I thought I should turn
to the motion and try to understand what the debate is
actually about, because only two speakers I heard today
addressed the questions that are raised in the motion.
The three speakers from the Labor opposition
completely failed to address the motion which the
opposition placed on the notice paper, so I remind the
house of what it is. The motion reads:
That this house condemns the Baillieu government for —
(1) failing to outline plans to secure and create jobs in
Victoria …

I will address that substantively in a moment. In
addition the motion goes on to list five separate
additional matters:
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(2) choosing to cut funding for employment programs,
support for apprentices, JobWatch, libraries and child
care.

I did not hear any of the speakers from the opposition
address part (2) of the motion and the matters of child
care, libraries, JobWatch, support for apprentices and
employment programs. I heard Mrs Coote, a member
for Southern Metropolitan Region, address the question
quite substantially. I doubt I could do as much justice to
it as she did in responding, but I will get to that in a
moment. What I did hear were three contributions from
the opposition that were simply Wednesday rants. I
recall the criticism I heard from Mr Pakula amongst
others who were then in government when opposition
motions were put in this house, suggesting that they
may have lacked coherence or substance. What I have
heard today has frankly been pathetic and a little sad,
particularly from the Leader of the Opposition,
Mr Lenders. I say that with all sincerity, and I want to
say it on the public record.
In my view the Leader of the Opposition, the former
Treasurer and Leader of the Government in this place,
is experiencing some difficulty in adjusting to
opposition. I relate to that because I have been through
that process. The fact is that moving, as Mr Lenders
has, from being a government member for all of his
parliamentary career until the election in 2010, and
having been, as Treasurer, one of the most significant
people in the state of Victoria, to being in opposition
has been a very difficult transition. I genuinely feel for
him because I know how difficult it is to give up the
capacity to influence events in government. Having
said that, I think Mr Pakula, who is also a little
diminished by the fact that he does not have a white
car — which Mr Lenders still does, even though he is
complaining about government ministers being driven
around the state to attend to their duties — is showing
some of the same anger. I suggest that those members
would make a much better contribution to the
Parliament if they got over it.
Mr Lenders and Mr Pakula have invited me to make a
contribution that I did not intend to make when the
motion was listed. I anticipated that I would be
speaking directly to the matters raised in the motion.
However, as Mr Pakula particularly, and Mr Lenders
also, failed to address those matters, in my contribution
I need to respond. This is a debate after all. It is a debate
about matters that are being raised by the opposition.
Mr Pakula wanted to question my view about the
market. I say to Mr Pakula that it is a great indication of
the difference in philosophical positions between this
side of politics and this side — —
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Hon. M. P. Pakula — If you want to admit to being
a fundamentalist, go for it!
Mr P. DAVIS — I will admit that I believe in
something that the Labor Party has clearly totally
abandoned. Julia Gillard as Prime Minister has made it
quite clear that she has moved back to where she came
from, the hard left, in bed with the Greens, who want to
socialise the economic levers of Australia. The biggest
transformation in the national economy for more than a
generation is now occurring under the stewardship of
the Labor Party in Canberra, being pushed by the
Greens, to which Mr Pakula has signed up — that is, a
redistribution of wealth of a magnitude that we cannot
comprehend. The transfer of wealth that is going to
occur from superannuation investments — from
Mr Pakula’s superannuation investments, if he has any
private investments — and from the investments of
people in small business through a new tax that
Mr Pakula has signed up to is huge. Mr Pakula has
signed up to a new tax that has a starting point of $450
a year for every taxpayer in Victoria, something of the
order of $2.5 billion from Victoria in the next year and
infinitely rising. It will be a redistribution and
pork-barrelling like we have never seen before. It is
beyond comprehension.
Yes, I believe in the power of the marketplace because,
after all, it is what has created the wealth in this country
and in Western civilisation. It would be useful for us to
be reminded that the first significant thesis on the
capitalist system, on the derivation of wealth, on the
creation of jobs and employment and on improved
incomes was from Adam Smith, as I think we in here
would all understand, who in 1776 wrote his great
volume An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the
Wealth of Nations. That was informed by the great
crash of 1772, after which all but 3 of the 30 private
banks in Edinburgh failed.
I want to go to something that I happened to see
yesterday. It was pointed out to me that I appeared to be
a little distracted during question time, and the reason I
was distracted was that I was referring to a volume
called The Enlightened Economy by Joel Mokyr, who
has written a thesis on Britain and the Industrial
Revolution from 1700 to 1850. In light of Mr Pakula’s
remarks and in light of the argument that was posited
earlier today by the Leader of the Opposition, it would
do us well to consider the following summation, which
I found interesting:
For much of recorded history, the arch-enemy of economic
growth was not population pressure so much as predators,
pirates and parasites, often known euphemistically by
economists as ‘rent seekers’, who found it easier to pillage
and plunder the work of others than to engage in
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economically productive activities themselves. Whether they
were the king’s or the bishop’s tax collectors, highwaymen,
corrupt officials, greedy local monopolists, guilds that tightly
controlled entry and production, or invading neighbouring
armies, aggressive rent seeking often led to the end of the
economic activity that brought about growth. In this way
growth, in truly dialectical fashion, created the conditions that
led to its own demise.

I read that to remind the house that in terms of today’s
debate about the capacity, role and responsibility of
government, it is not the government — the rent
seeker — that creates jobs and employment; it is those
in the private sector, by making judgements about
where they allocate resources. It is their intuitive
risk-taking that determines the allocation and
reallocation of private resources, and they are best
equipped to make decisions about where there will be
growth in the economy. It is the capacity of government
to distort the economy by imposing a tax on the wealth
creators — the people who are creating jobs and
employment in the private sector — that will do most
harm.
Mr Pakula has criticised the government for inaction —
and I will come to that point in a moment, because I can
see evidence of a lot of action; all you have to do is see
where ministers have been and the announcements they
have made — and argued that it should be taking a lead
role and somehow creating jobs all over the place from
a magic pudding. The reality is that employment
growth will come out of the private sector investing and
taking risks.
Julia Gillard and Mr Pakula’s mob in Canberra, with
his support in Victoria, will redistribute wealth in a way
that will depress the Australian economy for a
generation. I know Mr Pakula has been overseas
recently, as have I. All you have to do is get on a plane
and fly back to Australia to know just how well off we
are. They have made a mess of it in Europe and the
United States. Australia is in a strong position
comparatively, but in the global climate of economic
uncertainty any unnecessary policy decisions made by
the federal government in particular, which has the
weight in this area, will distort the marketplace to such
an extent that we will not be talking about whether we
create a few jobs here or there as a collective society
but about how many jobs we can save out of the
catastrophe that Mr Pakula’s lot in Canberra is about to
create. The transfer of wealth that we are about to see
when the federal Parliament formally passes the
legislation will be spoken about for aeons.
I come back to the mover of the motion for a moment. I
alluded to the fact that Mr Lenders has been highly
critical of the role of the coalition government in
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relation to regional Victoria. I cannot understand what
the threat of that is. What I know is that the Labor
Party’s view is that jobs in the Latrobe Valley are
dispensable. Those jobs depend on the utilisation of our
resource base. Some would argue that Victoria has
limited natural resources; I argue that our natural
resources are virtually unlimited, but they are
constrained by the intervention of government. In this
case they will be constrained by the intervention of a
carbon tax, which will in effect stifle Victoria’s
economic activity. As Mr Pakula, who had a former
responsibility for this, would know, the Victorian
manufacturing industry has survived on the basis of the
comparatively cheap cost of electricity derived almost
entirely from the Latrobe Valley brown coal resource.
That brown coal resource is now at serious risk as a
result of federal government policy, which Mr Pakula,
who has now left the chamber, has signed up to. He has
signed up to that carbon tax, so — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — I am still here.
Mr P. DAVIS — He has come back in; I have
enticed him to come back in. The motor car
manufacturing industry, which Mr Pakula is so keen to
protect by transferring any amount of financial support
to it — I think that is what he has been implying — is at
risk, because it will be difficult to provide and sustain a
proper electricity infrastructure base, which is important
to manufacturing.
As a minister Mr Pakula had the benefit of enjoying the
opportunities to travel around Victoria in a white car, as
Mr Lenders did and still does. I cannot understand why
Mr Lenders’s most substantive argument in the debate
today was something to do with motor car envy — is
somebody’s motor car bigger than his? The question is:
is his car not as big as somebody else’s? Is it motor car
envy? Is there some euphemism here that we should
know about? All I can say is that Mr Lenders should get
over having lost office and do the job that he is here
for — that is, to hold the government to account. I
welcome the opposition holding the government to
account.
An honourable member — Mr Pakula will get a
car soon; he will get it soon.
Mr P. DAVIS — We know there is a message in the
wind — come on down! A little bird told me he might
not have the right factional support, so he might have to
change feet. I do not know how that all works, but I
wish Mr Pakula good luck.
In terms of addressing the motion, I do not believe a
case in support of this motion has been made by
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opposition members in the debate. I thought I might
confirm that by addressing some of the matters
specifically set out in the text of the motion.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Can I go now?
Mr P. DAVIS — I might throw another bone out!
Mr Pakula is provoking me. I want to address one
thing: it was implied that ministers had not been
attending to their duties. I thought that was a little
unfair, because frankly I cannot keep up with the
ministers who are coming through my electorate and
region. I should probably publicly and privately
apologise to Mr Hall. I keep getting notices from him
about events where he is making significant
government announcements, and I have been unable to
get to any of them. I know he has been very busy
because I continue to be advised of all of those
activities. I am aware of a lot of initiatives in regional
Victoria — and I am not going to immediately address
matters relating to Melbourne — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — I will take the interjection from
Mr Barber, the Leader of the Greens in the Victorian
Parliament. By the way, does Mr Barber get a white
car? No, he does not; the Greens are not a party. There
are only three of them, and to be recognised as a party
you need 11 members. Mr Barber probably does not get
a motor car, so I am sorry about that! Perhaps he could
borrow Mr Lender’s white car. Apparently Mr Lenders
does not want his chauffer-driven white car, because he
is complaining about ministers having that support.
There have been a number of issues about the forestry
industry which are worth commenting on.
Mr Barber — Is that the make-work scheme you
have got going down there, digging holes and filling
them in?
Mr P. DAVIS — As Mr Barber is interjecting, on
30 June the coalition government announced that it
would save Gippsland forestry jobs. The Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security, Peter Walsh, announced
that the government would provide $1.27 million to
VicForests to manage a forest restoration and
improvement program in East Gippsland from 1 July
2011. That funding is a result of the consequences of
government policy that have been introduced over the
last decade — —
Mr Barber — Suffering from market forces.
Mr P. DAVIS — No, Mr Barber, it is because of
government intervention: progressively removing from
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the commercial forestry estate areas that were available
for forestry. Therefore the resource base has been so
contracted that the estimates by the previous
government as to the resource availability were wrong.
They were wrong, wrong, wrong. In relation to that, the
capacity of the industry to continue to operate was
limited because so much of the forest estate was
transferred into reserves, therefore becoming
unavailable for harvesting. I am pleased to say that with
the good work of the member for Narracan in the
Assembly, the Parliamentary Secretary for Forestry and
Fisheries; the Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security; and the government as a whole, steps are
being taken to secure the long-term future of the
forestry industry in Victoria.
Ministers have been busy all around the state. On
27 June the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and
Trade, Richard Dalla-Riva, formally opened the
$50 million plywood mill in Myrtleford. On Friday,
24 June, the Deputy Premier, the Honourable Peter
Ryan, who is also the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development, was in the Kiewa Valley to officially
open the new Danone Murray Goulburn manufacturing
plant at Tangambalanga. That is a $40 million
investment creating up to 100 jobs. On 11 August,
Dennis Napthine, the Minister for Regional Cities,
announced 30 new jobs for the V/Line maintenance
facility in Ballarat. We have had other announcements
from regional developments in relation to flood funding
which will also boost the creation of jobs.
There is a large degree of activity, but the area I have
been most impressed with — and I alluded to Mr Hall’s
busy schedule earlier — is the active engagement by
Mr Hall to ensure that we have a proper skill base in
Victoria. I wish to acknowledge and congratulate him
for that work. Mr Hall understands, as does the
government, that the opportunity for government to
assist the private sector in creating employment is in the
area of intellectual property — that is, the skills of the
people who live in the state. The private sector needs to
recruit to support its economic endeavours. To that end,
there have been a number of announcements made over
recent times by Mr Hall. I wish to formally
acknowledge that, and I encourage Mr Hall to make
further announcements that will assist with that skill set
that we value so highly.
Hon. P. R. Hall interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — Thank you very much. I want to
very quickly talk to the issue of funding for child care,
which is on the list that up to this point no Labor
member has thought important enough to address, even
though it is part of the substantive motion. It is
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something we have heard a lot about in this chamber,
and I suspect we might hear a bit more. In short, the
chronology of the issue which the motion alludes to is
funding of the Take a Break program. We know that
funding of child care is a federal government
responsibility, and the Take a Break program was an
example of state and federal governments working
together to deliver practical solutions for parents who
did not need full-time care.
Initially, the program was funded 70 per cent by the
commonwealth and 30 per cent by the state
government. The federal government withdrew its
funding from the program in the May 2010 budget. The
program would then have closed, which would have
displaced children and carers just weeks later. To give
some credit where it is due, the then state government
stepped in to fund the program for one year, but for one
year only — in other words, I think, it was to get past
the state election. There was probably more of a
political motive than a policy motive in that. In effect
the former state government brought forward some
state funding to cover the cost in the 2010–2011
financial year.
The Victorian coalition government extended funding
until 31 December 2010 when it was realised that
families and services had not made alternative
arrangements. In February the Minister for Children
and Early Childhood Development wrote to the federal
Minister for Employment Participation and Childcare,
Kate Ellis, asking her to reinstate the federal funding.
Ms Ellis did not reply until June and has refused to
reinstate any funding.
The state government has committed to reinstate
Victorian funding for the Take a Break program if the
federal government reinstates its funding, because in
practical terms it is impossible for the state’s share of
the funding alone to sustain the program. The federal
coalition has also committed to reinstate the funding if
it wins government and, therefore, the only element
now missing is a response from the federal minister,
Kate Ellis, who is still refusing to make a commitment.
It is noted that the shadow minister assisting the leader
on children and young adults, Ms Mikakos, who is a
member of this house, has admitted that she has tried
and failed to get Ms Ellis to reinstate funding.
My view is that the Victorian government has behaved
entirely appropriately in this matter, and I support the
action taken by Ms Lovell in trying to ensure a good
policy outcome. It is disappointing that the ALP would
move a motion in this house raising the issue of child
care, not speaking to it and leaving the matter on record
as an implicit criticism of the Baillieu government,
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when the responsibility for the failure of this child-care
program is entirely at the feet of the federal Labor
government. I need say no more on that.
The question of library funding is similarly addressed in
the motion. It is implicit in the motion that the Baillieu
government has failed in library funding when in fact
the failure is entirely a matter of the former state Labor
government. The implementation of a funding cut to
libraries was a matter for the previous state
government, and the net result of discussions between
the library sector and the state government has been to
reinstate that funding in its entirety, so that this year
libraries will be in exactly the same financial position as
they were in previous years. I congratulate the Minister
for Local Government, who has responsibility in this
area, on taking that excellence initiative. In fact, she has
gone further than just reinstating the funding to ensure
library services can be maintained; she has established a
process to review library funding arrangements in the
longer term and to re-establish what the Labor Party
disestablished.
Mr Somyurek — Is that a word?
Mr P. DAVIS — Yes, it is actually. A bipartisan
libraries committee will have engagement from — —
Mr Barber — Bipartisan?
Mr P. DAVIS — In fact it is tripartisan, because I
think The Nationals, the Liberal Party and the Labor
Party are participating. But I do not think the Greens
were actively involved in this debate.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — I am so cut, Mr Barber. Yes, I do
only look at the pictures on the front of books.
Mr Barber — That was a pretty thick book you
were waving around just before.
Mr P. DAVIS — I am lost for words. I could say a
good deal more about libraries, but I do not think I need
to.
I do not have a good deal more to say. Given that this is
general business and there are no time limits on debate,
I wanted to address all the great initiatives implemented
by the Baillieu government since it came to office and
to remind people of the fact that in this year’s budget —
the first Baillieu government budget — we funded
something like 98 per cent of all our election
commitments; the remainder will be funded over this
term of Parliament. I am excited about the fact that,
notwithstanding the legacy that we have been left with
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by the failed and discredited Brumby-Lenders
economic management, the Baillieu government has
been able to fund its election promises. I do not think
we can have anything other than great admiration for
the Treasurer, the Premier and the Deputy Premier for
ensuring that outcome.
In the context of this debate I wanted to focus
particularly on the very long list I have in front of me of
the cost overruns for all the Labor projects over the last
decade.
Mr Somyurek — You have been wound up!
Mr P. DAVIS — Mr Somyurek is encouraging me
to wind up because he does not want me to read out this
list, which is a humiliation. It is not an embarrassment;
it is a humiliation with billions of dollars of cost
overruns. But I will not say any more, because there
will be another opportunity for that on another day. I
thank members for listening to me.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SOMYUREK
(South Eastern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

LARGE-SCALE INTEGRATED DRYING
GASIFICATION AND COMBINED CYCLE
DEMONSTRATION PROJECT
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That there be laid before this house an edited copy of an
agreement of Victorian government funding for the
large-scale integrated drying gasification and combined cycle
demonstration project.

I have brought this motion so I can table before the
house a document that the government completely
failed to deliver. Back in February I sought, through a
parliamentary motion, a copy of the agreement between
the state of Victoria and HRL for its purported clean
coal plant. The government used its numbers to shut
down debate and to prevent that document from being
tabled in this place. Since that time I have obtained a
partial copy of the document over which the
government threw a blanket of secrecy, and I am
delivering it here today for the interest of members. I
obtained it under freedom of information from the
Department of Primary Industries.
I have to say, though, that there are some important
features of the document that are missing in my copy.
However, I fully intend to appeal the government’s
partial release under the FOI mechanism, and I expect
to win. Then I will bring back the rest of the document
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and table it to illustrate that nothing has changed since
the members of the now government switched sides —
and I am sure it will be illustrated many more times
over the next four years. I would like to know what
magical transformation occurred when they moved
15 feet from the opposition benches to the government
benches. Suddenly, when the Parliament requests a
document, the government closes ranks, just like the
last government used to, to prevent the tabling of
important information.
It is not as if government members did not take a strong
stance on transparency when they were in opposition.
On more than 150 different occasions they came into
this place when they were in opposition and talked
about transparency. Mr David Davis and Mr Philip
Davis together clocked up 74 different mentions of
transparency; Mr Drum made 4; and Mr Finn only 2.
Mr Guy on 27 occasions talked about transparency.
Mr Koch, Ms Lovell and Mr O’Donohue made
transparency a regular theme of their speeches when
they were in opposition, and let us not forget
Mrs Petrovich. On matters relating to gambling, the
north–south pipeline, stamp duty, local government,
energy retailing, ambulances, roads, school closures,
the fire services levy and police statistics,
Mrs Petrovich, when in opposition, called for more
transparency.
Some people get them confused, but Mrs Peulich was
even more vociferous in calling for transparency
through this Parliament while in opposition. She did so
on the subject of political advertising, in relation to
hazardous waste and landfill, smart meters, overseas
travel, planning, the casino, growth areas and the
desalination plant. In the last four years when she was
in opposition Mrs Peulich called for more transparency,
but through some miraculous process when they moved
from that side of the chamber to the government
benches members of the then opposition completely
changed their minds. Now they are prepared to use their
numbers in this house to shut down a parliamentary
request for a document — a document which in any
case we ended up getting a copy of through the
Freedom of Information Act 1982.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — For the benefit of the President,
Mrs Peulich is saying ‘Well done’ and ‘Good on you’.
Mrs Peulich — It means the system works.
Mr BARBER — Mrs Peulich says it means the
system works; a system where a government so
recently in opposition and made up of champions of
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transparency uses its numbers to shut down a
parliamentary motion requesting a document. Then we
get the document anyway under a statutory process —
or at least in part.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — I am 100 per cent with
Mrs Peulich on that point. This government is no better
than the previous government. I have absolutely no
faith that the previous government would have handed
over this document either, so in that respect the
performance of the Lib-Lab party, currently dominated
by the Lib faction that is running the government, is no
different. That alone is worth understanding so early in
the life of this Parliament — just nine months into this
Parliament. It was back in May when government
members first closed ranks to shut us down on this
document.
This is an important document because it relates to the
provision of $50 million of state public funding,
matched by $100 million of federal funding, for a
so-called clean coal power plant in the Latrobe Valley.
This clean coal of course is the great white hope of
people like Mr Davis, who represents the Latrobe
Valley, and many other members, including the Labor
members who previously championed clean coal when
they were in government. In fact $150 million of public
funding that was originally committed under the
Howard and Bracks governments is now being pushed
forward under the Baillieu and Gillard governments.
But the project itself is not really moving along very
fast. The money is there, but we have not seen any
significant steps — at least none that we have heard
about — whereby the magical formula for clean coal
will emerge and start solving the climate change
problem.
There is perhaps heavy punctuation that Hansard might
be able to use to indicate sarcasm there, but I am not a
believer in alchemy. I like the laws of physics, and I do
not believe the purported future of clean coal is coming
any time soon, yet there is $150 million sitting there
waiting for it.
The $150 million, including the $50 million from the
state government, comes with milestones. The
company is meant to achieve a series of commercial
milestones before the money will flow, but we have
been denied any information about what those
milestones are; we effectively do not know what we are
getting for our $150 million in taxpayers funds. But we
did learn a few things from the partial release of the
document courtesy of a statutory process called the FOI
act, which even members of this government prefer to

LARGE-SCALE INTEGRATED DRYING GASIFICATION AND COMBINED CYCLE DEMONSTRATION PROJECT
Wednesday, 17 August 2011

COUNCIL

water down or take a weaker stance on, whereas not so
long ago they were over there championing advanced
levels of transparency.
We learnt that there are some reporting requirements,
including an annual project plan; we learnt something
about what is meant to be in that project plan; we learnt
that we wear the risk on any GST in relation to the
elements of the grant; and we learnt that there will be a
final report, although the trigger for the final report is
hidden. We learnt at section 6.3 that the company is
required to maintain the assets that are provided. Given
that the assets are effectively a full commercial-scale
coal-fired power station, that is quite an interesting
proposition.
We also learnt that the state government has the right to
inspect documents from the recipient of the grant in
order to conduct its own audit. That is an important
point, because this question of who is able to audit the
public dollar has come up before. One of the difficulties
we have with the desalination plant, and it clearly exists
in relation to this grant, is that the government has
rights to audit where the public dollar goes, but the
Auditor-General does not necessarily have that right.
The Acting President will understand from her
involvement in the review of the Audit Act 1994 that
that is an extremely important distinction. The
Auditor-General can audit public bodies, but he cannot
necessarily follow the public dollar, whereas here,
through an ad hoc arrangement, effectively grant by
grant, agreement by agreement, the state government
may have entered into an agreement — in this case it
has — to allow it to audit where the public dollar goes
using an auditor of its choice.
This government is not in such a hurry. It has not
moved with alacrity to fix that section of the audit act to
ensure that the Auditor-General can follow the public
dollar, but it is happy to sign up to agreements in which
the state government reports to its own
Auditor-General, effectively. It sounds to me like the
privatisation of the Auditor-General. It sounds to me
like we have been here before.
There is also, very importantly, a get-out clause for the
state government, whereby under certain circumstances
it would not have to proceed with providing funds to
this company. At section 17.1 it notes that if the
recipient company’s financial circumstances were to
deteriorate, the state government could pull out.
Likewise, if the commonwealth government was to pull
its funding out, the state government would be able to
pull out. That is quite important, because this project is
by no means certain at the moment; in fact the project is
making little progress and is falling into contention.
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Commercial partners seem to have come and gone. The
scope of the project seems to be changing. The
company itself applied for a licence for a 600-megawatt
power station and was granted by the EPA
(Environment Protection Authority) a 300-megawatt
licence. That licence decision is being contested by not
only the company but also environment groups that
believe it would give a poor environmental outcome.
We come back to the reason we wanted to see this
material originally and the original question, which is:
what exactly are we getting for our $150 million? Are
we getting the magic formula for clean coal, or are we
just getting another fairly polluting power station?
I go back to some of the comments that were made in
an earlier debate today and ask: what is holding up this
project? Is it the lack of a carbon price or signal that is
preventing this plant from going ahead? After all, it is
still fairly polluting — it is about as polluting as black
coal. The great alchemy here, if there is one, is to
convert brown coal so it is only about as polluting as
black coal. I do not know whether $150 million of our
money should be put into that proposition when there
are so many better ways to cut greenhouse emissions.
In the licence application to the EPA we found out that
this proposal will produce about 0.8 tonnes, or slightly
more, for every megawatt hour of power. But that is not
due to the company’s amazing proprietary secret recipe
for clean coal; it is simply because it now runs a natural
gas plant alongside it and sort of shandies the two fuels
together at different times to produce a somewhat less
polluting plant. Why do we want to pay $150 million to
them so they can do that and compete in the market?
The generation side of the electricity market — and I
wish Mr David Davis was here to hear this — is, after
all, a highly competitive and freely operating market.
Almost anybody can enter into the market for
electricity. In fact, at a certain level, I can. If I put solar
panels on my roof, for example, I can feed electrons
into the grid. Anybody who wants to feed electrons into
the grid just needs to meet a certain number of technical
standards and they are entering into this free market for
electrons. These characters — let us call them HRL, but
the name of the company was redacted when I was
given the document, even though everybody knows
who it is — are getting subsidised to enter the free
market for electricity. I honestly cannot understand it.
I think it is quite likely that the lack of a carbon signal is
impacting on this company’s ability to go ahead and
deliver what it originally promised to the taxpayers. It is
quite possible that with a carbon signal it would still
fail, because this is not mature technology; this is clean
coal. This is some blue-sky sort of technology out there.
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Maybe 10, 20 or 30 years from now it might happen, or
it might not. We are giving them $150 million to give it
a bit of a go, even though there are on-the-shelf
technologies that are ready to go, like photovoltaics and
wind. These are all mature technologies — not to
mention the energy efficiency technologies which can
create megawatts of power by helping us save power.
I have to reflect back on some earlier comments that
were made in the debate before this one. Mr David
Davis said that the carbon pricing package was the
biggest transformation in a decade of the economy. I
think that simply reflects on the lack of interest the
Howard government had in economic transformation
over that decade. To say it is bigger than anything that
the Howard government did is not to say very much at
all. Mr David Davis also said that the level of taxation
and money that would be churned through by this
carbon tax was so big that it could not be
comprehended. In fact it is about $8 billion a year for
three years. It is not a very big tax. Mr Baillieu gets
$1 billion a year just out of the pokies. This is only
eight times the size of that. It is actually a pretty small
tax, if you want to talk about it. It is just highly targeted,
and it relates to the pollution potential of your particular
form of generation. It encourages people to shift capital
from one sort of electricity generation to the other. That
is all it does. The carbon tax is not meant to be
miraculous; it is not meant to solve all the problems. It
is not even meant to make the complete transformation
we need to make deep cuts to our emissions.
Mr Ondarchie — How will it change behaviour
when it is being subsidised?
Mr BARBER — It is not meant to change my
behaviour at my household.
Mr Ondarchie — Really?
Mr BARBER — I had better just divert and do a bit
of Economics 101. People have pretty big electricity
bills now. They have many opportunities to reduce
those electricity bills, yet they do not deploy the full
range of technologies that they could in their homes,
such as light bulbs, more efficient appliances, solar
panels, roof insulation, draught-stopping and all those
things that are actually so cheap that they pay for
themselves in about six months. People do not do that
despite having very large and rapidly increasing
electricity bills.
A carbon tax that, after all, is only going to increase the
average electricity bill by around 7 per cent is not going
to add much more when you think about how much our
electricity bills have been increasing.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BARBER — When we propose a carbon tax
those opposite say, ‘You are going to hurt struggling
families’. When we propose massive compensation
they say, ‘It is wealth redistribution; it is socialism’.
Those opposite need to work out which argument it is
that they are mounting, because it cannot be both, and
then let us know and we will debate that one. But right
now we are debating — —
Mrs Peulich — Tell us why people need to be
compensated.
Mr BARBER — In order to neutralise the effect of
the carbon tax on lower income families, which the
compensation package very effectively does — end of
story. That brings us back to what the carbon tax is
meant to do: it is meant to change the behaviour of
investors in electricity generation. That is all it is meant
to do. I did not know I would have to go back to the
Garnaut report of 2008 and fill in the gaps for these
guys before we got to the proposition that we have.
Mr Philip Davis then talked about the power of the
marketplace and accused anybody speaking against the
power of the marketplace of attempting to socialise the
economy. What we are really doing is saying we own
the atmosphere; you do not have to be socialised. The
atmosphere is a public good, and if people want to put
their stuff in it, we will charge them a tipping fee. It is
like someone wanting to run a restaurant and throw
their rubbish at the end of the street at the end of the
night. We have fees for that kind of thing. It is the exact
opposite of what Philip Davis was trying to say, but his
point is a good one. We are trying to unlock the power
of the marketplace by allowing investors and innovators
to find the best and cheapest way to cut greenhouse
emissions. You do not need to be an economic
rationalist. I went to business school and bought a little
bit about what they told me about the free market.
Nobody has ever accused Ross Garnaut of being a wet,
let alone a socialist. He is simply saying that we should
create a market for something that is currently being
treated as a free gift from God — that is, the
atmosphere — and charge people for putting their CO2
into it.
Mrs Peulich — But you don’t believe in God, do
you?
Mr BARBER — Too many issues to attach to this
one, Mrs Peulich. I cannot go all theological on it. If we
charge people for putting pollution into the atmosphere,
there will be a market mechanism to allow those who
are the best innovators and the best entrepreneurs to
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find the best way to do it at the lowest possible cost. At
section 23.2 of the partially released agreement we find
in relation to intellectual property something we did not
know about HRL Ltd and the government: they seem to
be in some sort of partnership over the intellectual
property involved in clean coal. That is interesting,
because I asked the former Minister for Energy and
Resources, Mr Batchelor, about this in my first ever
outing on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee in 2006, and he said, ‘No way’. Section
23.2 states:
The company grants to the state a permanent, irrevocable,
royalty-free, worldwide, non-exclusive licence (including a
right to sublicense) to do any acts in relation to the grant
agreement material —

and then it goes blank. I cannot tell you what it says
next, Acting President, because my copy, as provided to
me by Richard Bolt of the Department of Primary
Industries, has a great big sticker over it so I do not
know what the next bit is, but I am keen to know
whether the state government is in bed on this deal and
whether there are upside and downside risks associated
with the intellectual property. I think we ought to know
what we are getting for our $150 million.
But I have saved the best bit till last. For any members
who have not been following the debate up until now I
will remind them that when we requested this
document in February and in the earlier part of this year
the government refused to give us the document and
used its numbers to block any further motions. At the
time the government refused to release the document it
provided a letter from mum — an excuse explaining
why it was not handing in its homework. It was a letter
from the company, HRL, saying, ‘Actually we would
rather not see this material in the public domain’. So
Mr O’Brien, the Minister for Energy and Resources,
and the Attorney-General said, ‘Okay then. If the
company does not want it to be released, we will not
release it’. But now it has been released in part. Under
the heading ‘Confidentiality’, section 28.2 states:
The department may only disclose confidential information of
the company (all such information must be clearly designated
by the company as ‘confidential’):
…
(d) for public accountability reasons, including (without
limitation) a request for information by Parliament or a
parliamentary committee;

Your silence speaks volumes, Acting President. The
government would not hand it over because the
company did not want it to be handed over, but the
company signed an agreement that said it would hand it
over if Parliament asked for it. The government had a
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let-out clause, and all it needed to do was show the
company 28.2(d) and say, ‘Tough luck. Parliament has
asked for it, and we had to give it to the Parliament’.
But, no, the government preferred to pick up the
Brumby cloak of invisibility, the informational black
hole which means no information will come out of the
government, least of all when it is important, least of all
when there are big bucks at stake, least of all when
there is huge public interest, least of all when there is
controversy and least of all when there are court matters
pertaining to it. This government is no different to the
last government, because you only really know when a
real test comes along. Sure, it gives out the easy
information that nobody cares about, but when it is
tough and when it might create questions that the
government would have to answer, it does not give
information or it delays it or it partially releases it.
The most important part of this document has not been
released to me. It contains the actual milestones that the
company is meant to achieve in return for its
$150 million public subsidy to increase pollution. I can
indicate to you, Acting President, some of the blank
pages that were released to me as well as a table of
reporting requirements with the relevant milestones
blacked out. A big black hole of accountability and
information from this government has manifested itself
brutally in its first nine months. I could go on to the
Deloitte report on myki. I could go on to a whole range
of outstanding questions on notice or questions that
were answered half-heartedly, all of which pertain to
the business of this Parliament — —
Mr Ramsay — But you are not going to, are you?
Mr BARBER — Mr Ramsay said I am not going
to. No, I am saving them up. There will be many sitting
weeks just like this one, Mr Ramsay, where you will
use your numbers — through you, Acting President —
to shut down transparency, and I will take you to court
and win and embarrass you. I assure you my legal
advisers in the area of FOI are as busy as they ever
were under the Bracks and Brumby governments. They
are still receiving regular retainers from me. FOI
requests are still being delayed. Spurious reasons are
still being given. Junior woodchuck FOI officers are
simply finding the most likely grounds and seemingly
less preposterous grounds for refusing information and
then sending my letters back. And I appeal them again,
and then we wait six weeks and we get a mention at the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. I have
about three different matters at VCAT at the moment.
Questions do not get answered even though we are
debating legislation. We know the outcome of every
vote in this Parliament for the next four years. The
government knows it has the numbers in both houses;
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we are not getting excited about that, but we are still
here to do our jobs.
For four years we stand in the shoes of the voters, and
we hold the government accountable for its
performance, but we cannot do that if the government
refuses to provide information. To continue to refuse to
provide important information about matters the
Parliament is dealing with means the government is
simply snubbing its nose at the Parliament. That means
it is snubbing its nose at the more than 40 per cent of
voters who voted for non-government parties. The
government ought to have learnt what happens when a
government does that from the previous government.
For that reason, I have moved this motion today to table
this document. I hope members are interested in reading
it. I will keep members updated as to how I am going at
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal with
my FOI request on this issue and other documents the
government has refused to table. Hopefully we will all
learn a lot more about government activities one way or
another, notwithstanding the good record of Mr Guy
who promised 24 hours ago that in 48 hours he would
let me know about a particular FOI request to his
department.
Mrs Peulich — He has still got another 24 hours.
Mr BARBER — He has still got another 20 hours,
which is less than 24 hours, to let me know whether he
will override his department and release information
anyway. After all, an exemption to the FOI act, which
says material does not have to be released, is not a
requirement that information must not be released.
Material can be found to be exempt under the FOI act,
but the government can still decide to release the
information anyway. The government can release
cabinet reports if it wants to; the government can hold
back those reports if it wants to. But like the Deloitte
myki report, if the government wanted to release the
information, it could have. We will see on that one. I
look forward to further debate on this issue.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to speak on behalf of the government in relation
to notice of motion 137, moved by Mr Barber, which
says:
That there be laid before this house an edited copy of an
agreement of the Victorian government funding for the
large-scale integrated drying gasification and combined cycle
demonstration project.

I cannot commence my substantive contribution
without responding to some of Mr Barber’s comments.
Mr Barber referred to ‘Lib-Labs’. Presumably he
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includes in his definition of ‘Lib-Labs’ The Nationals,
our coalition colleagues, and the Labor Party as though
they were one entity. It is interesting to hear Mr Barber
talk about that, given his leader, Bob Brown, a federal
Greens Senator for Tasmania, is in coalition
government with the Labor Party in Canberra. He
talked about Lib-Labs, which is not new, but the term
‘Lib-Labs’ does not have quite the currency it may have
had at one stage given the current arrangements in
Canberra involving the Leader of the Greens calling the
shots of the federal government.
Mr Barber made reference to government revenue
coming from pokies, and I cannot help but pick up that
point. I refer with sadness to the way Mr Lenders,
Mr Andrews, who is the Leader of the Opposition in
the other place, and others from the previous
government absolutely botched the auction of the
pokies licences and sold Victorian taxpayers down the
river. It is an absolute disgrace of an order of magnitude
that we have rarely seen in Victoria before. Victorian
taxpayers will bear the consequences of that in the
forthcoming decade. It is an absolute disgrace.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I will give Mr Barber the
government’s position in due course. Mr Barber’s
motion is all about the government being so evil and
secretive that it will not provide information to him. In
his half hour contribution, Mr Barber quoted slabs of a
document that he claims the evil government did not
give to him. There is an absolute inconsistency in the
proposition Mr Barber put forward about the
government’s attitude to producing documents for the
community, the Greens political party or the opposition.
Mr Barber quoted from a document that is the subject
of this motion. That that document has been released to
Mr Barber under freedom of information laws
demonstrates the absolute inconsistency of his
approach.
I will go through the history of this matter for the
benefit of members in the house and to provide some
clarity to some of Mr Barber’s contribution. This matter
was first considered by the house on 9 February.
Mr Hall at that time outlined the government’s
approach to the production of documents. The motion
in relation to this was passed by the house. That
approach to the production of documents has been
consistent since that time.
On 28 February the Attorney-General wrote to the
Clerk of the Legislative Council in relation to this
matter and said:
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The government acknowledges and respects the right of the
Legislative Council to require the government to provide
documents to the Council, subject to only limited exceptions.

contribution, so there is an absolute inconsistency in
Mr Barber’s proposition.

In this case, I wish to draw to the Legislative Council’s
attention that the documents sought contain sensitive financial
and commercial information and proprietary intellectual
property. HRL considers, and the government agrees, that the
public release of this information would materially damage
the interests of HRL, including by prejudicing its position in
ongoing funding negotiations with the commonwealth
government.

The government’s position is that it will be opposing
Mr Barber’s motion, though not on the basis of the
document itself. Mr Barber has the document in his
possession, and what he does with the document is a
matter for him. If he so chose, he could upload it to his
website, he could give it to his friends, he could
distribute it to his email contacts, or he could make the
document public — and he may already have done so.
The tabling of the document in this house does not in
and of itself have any relevance to the document being
a public document. That is a matter for Mr Barber.

The letter continues. Mr Barber referred to the letter
dated 25 February from HRL and addressed to the
Minister for Energy and Resources, Michael O’Brien.
Mr Barber referred to this letter as being a ‘letter from
mum’. Mr Barber may think this is a flippant matter.
He may have certain views on these sorts of
commercial negotiations and about these significant
projects. But regardless of one’s view of these projects,
to treat such significant investments and decisions in
such a flippant way as to describe it as a ‘letter from
mum’ demonstrates his lack of understanding. It is
disappointing. The letter of 25 February 2011 states:
HRL and related companies are party to agreements that may
fall within the scope of the motion.

That refers to Mr Barber’s motion. The letter goes on:
The terms of these agreements have not previously been
made public.
These documents contain sensitive financial and commercial
information and proprietary intellectual property of the
company, which was provided on the basis that it would be
kept confidential.
The public release of this information, particularly at this
time, would materially damage the interests of the company,
including by prejudicing its position in current negotiations
with a number of parties including the commonwealth
government (in conjunction with the Victorian government).

Mr Barber then brought a motion to the house on
23 March calling on Mr Davis as Leader of the
Government to produce the documents sought. The
Council did not support Mr Barber’s motion. Mr Barber
then sought production of the document through the
FOI process, and as I said in my opening remarks
Mr Barber has the document in his hand. The FOI
process has produced to Mr Barber the document that
the supposedly secretive government refuses to
produce.
Mr Ondarchie — So he has got it now?
Mr O’DONOHUE — Mr Ondarchie, Mr Barber
has the document in his hand. As I say, Mr Barber was
quoting extensively from the document in his

The reason the government will be opposing
Mr Barber’s motion in this situation is that it is highly
unusual for a member of the house to seek to table a
document in the house, save and except for ministers. It
has only happened on a rare number of occasions. One
example I am aware of occurred during the previous
Parliament when, after a motion of the house, a
document was tabled by some members of the Dispute
Resolution Committee. For those reasons the
government will not be supporting Mr Barber’s motion.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The
opposition has no issue with supporting this particular
motion. The government has said it opposes it because
it is an unusual event. There have been previous
occasions — at least while I have been in this
chamber — when people have requested the
incorporation of pictures or photographs into Hansard.
Members regularly, and not unusually, table petitions
and all sorts of documents, and there should not by any
means be an issue for anyone in this chamber as far as
the tabling of the document Mr Barber has acquired, if
he thinks it is relevant to the Parliament and the public
interest of the people we represent in this state.
I do want to touch on one thing that Mr Barber stated in
his contribution. He said there is no difference between
the previous government and this government in
relation to the production of documents. The previous
government handed over thousands and thousands of
documents that were requested of it during the same
sort of process that we are having today. We stated that
we believed there would be an issue about handing over
cabinet documents or commercial-in-confidence
documents. Other than that, the previous government
handed over thousands of documents. The difference
between the members of the new government and the
previous government is that only nine months ago,
when they were over here, sitting 15 steps across the
chamber, they were passionately resolute in their view
that in this Parliament they had the right to call for
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documents and all documents should be handed over.
That was their position, to the point that they moved
motions to eject ministers from the chamber for
extended periods of time and were successful in doing
that.
I question whether the opposition would support a
similar motion in that vein if government ministers and
members could prove that documents were withheld for
the reasons we stated before. I dispute Mr Barber’s
statement that there is no difference between this
government and the previous government when it
comes to the production of documents.
Mr Barber — Time will tell.
Mr LEANE — Time will tell, Mr Barber, but we
have a consistent position in relation to cabinet in
confidence and privilege.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the motion in relation to the government’s
position. I support Mr O’Donohue’s and the
government’s position in opposing Mr Barber’s
motion 137:
That there be laid before this house an edited copy of an
agreement of Victorian government funding for the
large-scale integrated drying gasification and combined cycle
demonstration project.

Mr Barber raised some points in his contribution —
which I thought was rather long-winded — in relation
to this government shutting down debate and
preventing a number of documents from being tabled.
He spoke of the previous government and referred to a
number of members in this chamber, highlighting a
number of issues that were brought forward under the
previous government in relation to shutting down
debate. I think he mentioned stamp duty, ambulance
services, fire services, police statistics, political
advertising, smart meters, planning and the desalination
plant. I would like to bring to his attention that we had
that debate in question time today, with Mr Jennings
talking about data and the transparency of government.
I am pleased that real-time hospital data is available, as
the Minister for Health highlighted this morning. That
is a direct example of openness and transparency in
relation to what this government is doing.
Mr Barber talked about the desalination plant, and it
gives me a great opportunity to remind the house — —
Mr Barber — Are you going to release that secret
desalination contract?
Ms CROZIER — We know it is costing Victorians
just under $2 million each and every day. That is the

Wednesday, 17 August 2011

final cost that Victorians have to pay, and I think it
should be noted that it was not possible to get the
previous government’s full costings but that this
government has been able to do that. Mr Barber has
referred to the desalination plant on a number of
occasions. I am glad to say it has finally rained and we
have plenty of water, but it is just a reminder of the true
cost to Victorians. It is an outrage that we have to pay
that amount each and every day.
This government is following processes in a number of
areas. Mr O’Donohue rightly pointed out that
investments and decisions were made in relation to
various organisations, and in many instances the details
of those are commercial in confidence, which is
important to doing business. The government’s position
on this aspect was summed up very succinctly by
Mr O’Donohue in his earlier contribution.
I would also like to refer to Mr Barber’s comment
about the coal-fired power station in the Latrobe
Valley. On the release of the Gillard government’s
carbon tax package he tweeted, ‘Bye, bye brown coal’.
He is interested in shutting down the Latrobe Valley,
and that is not good for the Victorian economy. It is
certainly not good for those people who are working in
those industries in Victoria. As most economies around
the globe know, energy security and food security are
two of the most important things, and they are at the
forefront in very uncertain times.
Along with Mr O’Donohue, I will be taking the
government position and opposing Mr Barber’s motion.
Mr O’Donohue has already stated succinctly the
reasons why we will be taking that position.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — I think Ms Crozier
has been used as a patsy today, because the position the
government is taking is vastly different from the
position that the coalition took some 10 or 12 months
ago. The absurdity of what the government is proposing
to do in opposing Mr Barber’s motion is quite
breathtaking and extremely bizarre. As I understand it
the government has released documents under the
Freedom of Information Act 1982, and it is now saying
that those documents, which it had been prepared to
release under FOI, cannot be laid before a house of the
Parliament.
That is the position the government is proposing: that
certain documents can be released under FOI in an
edited form because presumably they do not conflict
with the principles of executive privilege, commercial
in confidence and all the other elements that would
have been laid over the top of those documents before
they were released under FOI. This is, by the way,
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absolutely consistent with what the previous
government was doing. The inconsistency here is that
the previous government made the test for the house’s
requests for documents precisely the same as the test
under FOI. In other words, if a document was able to be
released under FOI, it would be released to the
Legislative Council on request for such a document.
This government is now applying two different tests: a
test under FOI that says these documents can be
released; and a different test for the Legislative
Council — that is, for the Parliament of Victoria — that
restricts it in receiving documents that can be obtained
by any citizen under FOI. It is just bewildering that the
government would adopt the position that what it is
prepared to release in edited form under FOI —
because it is compatible with the principles of executive
privilege, commercial-in-confidence and
cabinet-in-confidence requirements — cannot be put
before the house and therefore cannot be considered by
the Parliament of Victoria. This is absurd. This is
politics gone nuts. It is just crazy.
Members of the government ought to think very
seriously when they vote on this matter today, because
what they are being asked to do is to vote in a way that
says the house cannot have laid before it documents
that the government has released to a member of the
house under FOI. It is staggering and bewildering. I
suggest to Ms Crozier it was extremely unfair of the
government to ask her, as a new member of this
Parliament, to get up and defend this position.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr VINEY — Mr O’Donohue knows full well the
history of this matter because he sat through the last
Parliament. He knows full well the history of the
practice of releasing documents. It was unfair of the
government to use Ms Crozier in this way. It is
illogical, completely inconsistent and in my view quite
improper for a government to release a set of
documents to a member of the house but refuse to allow
that member to lay those documents before the house. I
have never heard of anything so stupid.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Standing
order 9.04 states:
The Council may give leave for a member to present a paper
which is not being tabled under the authority of an act.

It is that standing order that I am availing myself of
today. Mr Viney said the government move was
bizarre, but I disagree that is inconsistent. The
government is trying to be consistent here. It used its
numbers to prevent this document being tabled when I
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first requested it, and today it will use its numbers again
to prevent it being tabled even after I took another
course and got the document from Richard Bolt.
This debate has shown up some differences between
the Greens and the other parties in this Parliament. The
first difference is that the Greens are prepared to come
in here and argue the case for a carbon tax, whereas
Labor really is not. The second difference is that we
believe in openness and transparency, and the new
government has changed its spots on this ever since it
came into power.
Also, for the edification of Ms Crozier, who brought me
back to the desalination contract, I point out that before
the election her party proposed to release the
desalination contract. The vast majority of the
desalination contract has always been available except
for one or two key numbers, which in the public version
are blacked out. Those are the bits you want. It is
always the bits that you want that are blacked out. The
bits we want are the details of how much it is going to
cost us to run that desalination plant year after year,
regardless of how much water we are looking for.
When it was in opposition the coalition promised to
release that contract, and it has not done so. What it
released was a consultant’s review of what the contract
says we have to pay, but it never released the contract.
I, for one, like to go back to primary sources. Under the
previous government I initiated an inquiry into the
desalination plant to try to get to the bottom of it. I am
not going to get to the bottom of it under this
government either.
It is bizarre but consistent that the government used its
numbers to shut down my request, via this place, to
receive a document that is of great interest to all those
engaged in the climate change debate. Even though,
despite itself, the government had to partially release it
under the provisions of the Freedom of Information Act
1982, it wants to prevent its release again — for what
purpose I cannot imagine. This matter is ultimately
headed for the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal, and we may very well obtain the information
that Mr O’Donohue just passionately argued we should
never see — that is, information about the amazing
commercial milestones associated with how our
$150 million is going to be spent.
We also have on the notice paper, as a little
curtain-raiser, a motion seeking the government
consultant’s report into myki. The Liberal Party in
opposition promised to blow this wide open, but I am
guessing that we will not get to see that Deloitte report
on myki. However, we will continue asking because it
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is our job as non-government parties. We will not sit
down quietly just because the government tells us to. It
is our job four the next four years to stand in the shoes
of the voters and ask questions of the powerful
government, with its majority in both houses — to try
to keep it honest and keep the public a bit better
informed about where our millions are going.
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Department of Justice and even the independence of the
Herald Sun to put together that government department
and newspaper to conduct a joint project. The
Attorney-General flagged that one of the issues he
would seek the views of the public on was what he
called baseline sentences, and others call mandatory
sentences, which he is looking to introduce during the
course of this Parliament.

Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — As Mrs Peulich would concede,
when the government is able to spend hundreds of
millions or billions of dollars without transparency, we
will go broke before we know it.
Motion agreed to.
Laid on table.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house requires the Leader of the Government to
table in the Legislative Council by 12 noon on Tuesday,
30 August 2011, a copy of the arrangement and/or contract
between the Department of Justice and the Herald Sun
newspaper to conduct the online sentencing survey.

I move this motion because it appears that there is a
commercial arrangement between the Department of
Justice and the Herald Sun regarding the conduct of an
online survey on sentencing in the courts. I believe the
public has a right to know if there are any costs to them
as taxpayers associated with the conduct of this survey
and how it works. The documents I am seeking to have
tabled in Parliament are any documents that have been
signed by the Department of Justice or its
representatives or the Attorney-General or his
representatives and the Herald Sun or its
representatives regarding the conduct of the survey.
Yesterday I also lodged two questions for the
Attorney-General in regard to the total number of
Department of Justice staff working on the survey and
the total cost of the project to the Department of Justice.
The Attorney-General wants things to be open and
transparent, so it is important that those documents
should be released to the public in the same vein.
On 31 May the Attorney-General announced what he
said could prove to be the biggest sentencing survey
ever undertaken in this state — that is, an online survey
through the Department of Justice and the Herald Sun. I
remarked at the time that I did not think it was the best
way to go in terms of the independence of the

Researching this motion brought back memories. We
are going back to the future with this survey. We have
gone back 15 years.
Mrs Peulich — Jan Wade.
Ms PENNICUIK — Indeed, Mrs Peulich, we have
gone back 15 years to a similar initiative by former
Attorney-General Jan Wade. In 1996 Mrs Wade
initiated a survey with the same partner, the Herald
Sun. The survey was called ‘Crime and punishment —
your say your verdict’ and was described as:
… believed to be a world first, the Victorian government is
directly asking you what you think of the way our laws and
courts deal with crime.

It is totally back to the future, although if you think
back to 1996, you realise we could not have run an
online survey then because people were not on the
internet. What people had to do was cut out the survey
from the Herald Sun — remember those days? — fill it
in and pop it in the reply-paid envelope. That is how it
was run.
Mrs Peulich — Did you fill one out then?
Ms PENNICUIK — I did not, Mrs Peulich. The
process was very similar, although I suggest that at the
time the then Attorney-General, Mrs Wade, and the
Herald Sun did provide the public with more
information about the sentencing options and the
system of justice et cetera in the 1996 survey than has
been provided in the current survey, but in terms of the
hypothetical case studies and examples there is not
much difference. Murder, manslaughter, obtaining
property by deception, burglary, armed robbery, rape,
culpable driving, aggravated burglary, recklessly
causing serious injury, and sexual penetration of a child
between 10 and 16 years were the case study examples
presented in the 1996 survey. Interestingly, it was
reported that 40 000 Victorians, mainly from the
eastern suburbs of Melbourne, responded to the survey.
Mrs Peulich — How many?
Ms PENNICUIK — It says 40 000. A random
selection of around 3000 of those respondents were
used to represent what was said by the public. As
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expected in surveys of this kind, with the flaws that are
at their heart, the respondents said that people should be
subjected to higher penalties than the average applied
for those sorts of crimes in the courts in the years before
1996. One thing about that survey is that the way the
examples were presented provided a little bit more
circumstantial evidence than is the case with the current
survey being conducted by the Herald Sun.

am concerned that the Attorney-General said in a media
release that:

At the time, people did raise concerns about the
conduct of these sorts of surveys. For a start, the
respondents are people who read a particular
newspaper, and the problem with this sort of survey is
that it is not scientific because it is not a random
selection of the population as a whole. It starts out with
one section of the community: people who read the
Herald Sun. Then it narrows down to those people who
are very interested in this subject and have strong views
on it, and then it narrows down again to those particular
people who feel strongly enough or can be bothered to
actually respond to the survey.

The current survey takes people through some 17 case
studies, and in all of them only a paragraph or two
describe the hypothetical crime that has occurred. The
survey participant is asked to fill in whether or not the
person should receive a fine, a community correction
order or a term of imprisonment. There are little boxes
to tick for sentencing a person up to a year, one to two
years, two to five years and up to 25 years or life. They
also tick a box in terms of a non-parole period. Unlike
the earlier survey, it does not talk about any other
circumstances relating to those particular hypothetical
cases, so you could go all the way through those cases
and decide what sentence you would impose according
to the one or two paragraphs you have read about the
offence, without having any other extenuating or
aggravating circumstances put before you.

Comments were made at the time about the survey
respondents not being randomly selected. Pollsters said
the survey’s margin of error could be as high as 50 per
cent, magistrates at the time described it as ‘dangerous’
and the legal world said it was ‘absurd and
inappropriate, a cynical and unusual exercise’.
Professor Arie Freiberg, who is currently chair of the
Sentencing Advisory Council, said he would not want
to be involved in an unscientific survey such as the one
undertaken in 1996.
We are back to the future, with a similar survey being
run through the Department of Justice and the Herald
Sun. I have a copy of the survey.
Mr Elsbury — Did you fill it in?
Ms PENNICUIK — Mr Elsbury asked me if I filled
it in. Before I had the hard copy I thought that in
researching it I should go online. You cannot progress
through the survey unless you fill it in; it will not let
you go to the next scenario. One of the other basic
problems with a survey like this is you could fill it in in
5 minutes or you could take a bit longer, but when a
court is looking at a crime and an offender before it, it
could take days, weeks or months to hear all the
evidence and circumstances surrounding that particular
offence. Either a magistrate or a jury would then
deliberate, and again they could take days or weeks to
do so. Then after a guilty or not guilty finding, the
sentencing judge may take a while weighing up all the
factors of the case as to what sentence should be
applied. That is why we leave sentencing to the courts. I

Discussions about sentencing tend to be denominated by
experts and interest groups …

I do not know what interest groups he is talking about,
and that is why we leave it to the courts to decide on
sentences.

Later the survey takes you through a whole lot of
different things that could apply. It only asks you to
say, for example, if an offender was aged between 18
and 21 years, whether you would generally impose a
much lower, a somewhat lower, a little lower, no
change, a little higher, somewhat higher or a much
higher sentence. But it does not ask you to apply it to a
hypothetical case; it is just in a general sense.
Another fundamental problem with the survey is that it
asks you generally about particular extenuating or
aggravating circumstances, but it does not apply it to
the case studies in the survey about which you have
already filled in data. Mr Elsbury asked me if I had
filled out the survey. I did make my way through it and
imposed a sentence just so I could get to the next
hypothetical case, and at the end I just logged off. I did
not complete the survey, but I did see how it worked.
I am very concerned about the use of this survey. I note
that Justice David Harper of the Supreme Court is
reported in the Age of 31 July as saying that he sees it
as ‘deficient’ and ‘open to abuse’. He said what I
mentioned before — that is, it is likely to attract those
who have strong views and not reflect the views of
those who are not inclined to respond to the survey. It is
only a certain section of the community that even reads
that newspaper and who will be directed to the
Department of Justice’s online survey. It then only goes
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to people who feel strongly and who will respond to the
survey.
Contrast that with more scientific and random surveys
that have been published lately — for example:
A Tasmanian study in February found 90 per cent of jurors
informed of the sentencing reasons in particular cases thought
the judge’s sentence was very or fairly appropriate.

I have mentioned before in this house other scientific
studies that have been done by the Australian Institute
of Criminology — for example:
From 2004–2006, in a Melbourne University study, more
than 450 people from across Victoria were surveyed on actual
sentencing cases involving serious crimes. Members of the
public were given the same information about the crime and
the defendant that sentencing judges had.
In half the cases, the average sentence given by members of
the public was lower than that given by judges. In the other
cases, the sentences were much the same. In no case was the
actual sentence given by the judge lenient compared with the
average sentence of the public. The average sentences given
by the public also emphasised treatment programs in
sentencing to a greater extent than judges.

There are any number of properly conducted scientific
surveys that point to what happens when the public
actually knows the full circumstances and are not just
presented with a paragraph. A campaign is being run by
this government and by the Herald Sun suggesting that
the courts are not imposing appropriate sentencing, that
crime is rising et cetera and that in that case you are
going to get a skewed result. I do not think that is what
our Department of Justice should be involved in. It
should be involved in proper evidence-based research
and not in what is basically an online opinion poll
where people give their opinions based on a very small
amount of information about a hypothetical case.
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Like people all over the world, when Victorians are
presented with the full range of facts they make the
right decisions. These sorts of surveys cost the public
money and are not going to provide the sorts of
evidence-based information on which the Department
of Justice, the government or anyone else can make a
sensible decision about sentencing. I urge the house to
support my motion in relation to any documents that are
held by the Department of Justice regarding any
arrangement with the Herald Sun about the online
survey.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — I rise to
confirm the Baillieu-Ryan government’s continuing
commitment to open and transparent democracy in this
state. I advise the house that the government will not be
opposing this motion. However, we will respond to
some of the comments made by Ms Pennicuik, and in
doing so the first thing I would like to do is thank her
for the extensive research she has done in preparing her
contribution.
In my short reply the essential point to make is that
where we are at odds with Ms Pennicuik is in her
implied assumption that the survey, which is the subject
of the motion, will be the only thing that the
government has regard to in the continuing
implementation of its very important law and order and
sentencing policies. The other survey material that
Ms Pennicuik has identified and the views of the
community, which were clearly communicated in the
results of the last state election, as well as the views of
experts and expert bodies such as the Sentencing
Advisory Council, local members of Parliament and the
Victorian community, will all be taken into
consideration by this government and the
Attorney-General. That is the essential part of what we
would like to say.

I refer to the last thing I will say on this particular issue:
A Sentencing Advisory Council survey of 300 Victorians
asked to consider prison overcrowding found that only one in
four people supported the building of more prisons.

Further it states that:
Almost three-quarters of Victorians support increasing the use
of community work and other sentencing options to building
more prisons …
…
More than 90 per cent of those surveyed said mentally ill
offenders should be treated in mental health facilities, while
more than 88 per cent backed programs that taught young
offenders job skills, values and self-esteem. More than 83 per
cent said drug-addicted offenders should be rehabilitated and
counselled rather than jailed.

We would like to defend the role that the
Attorney-General has played in empowering the
Victorian community by giving it the opportunity to
participate in a very thorough and constructive survey.
It is interesting to note that in her research
Ms Pennicuik identified a similar survey that was
conducted by a former Attorney-General in the last
coalition government, Jan Wade, who I would also like
to congratulate. It is interesting to note that in the
interim period there has been in the community a
concern about the law and order issues that have so
prominently featured as the no. 1 issue of concern in
terms of safety and security that our
whole-of-government approach is committed to
delivering.
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I congratulate the work of the Leader of The Nationals,
who is also the Deputy Premier, who was subjected to
an unmeritorious attack earlier this morning in relation
to the delivery of his portfolios. He has worked
extremely hard and with great judgement, dedication
and balance in the administration of all of his portfolios,
including bushfire response, emergency services, police
and, most importantly to The Nationals, regional
development with the delivery of his Regional Growth
Fund. Having put that matter on the record, I will return
to the motion.
I want to talk about the importance of sentencing issues.
What is sentencing? Sentencing is an important part of
the criminal justice system. It is an extremely difficult
and multifaceted task. In my former life I was a
member of the legal profession. I knew some judges
personally and appeared before others, and I know the
great pain with which our judiciary grapples with its
difficult and often lonely task of sentencing offenders in
our community. The range of considerations in the
Sentencing Act 1991 are well known to practitioners,
and they cover many of the factors that have been
identified in the policy debate and that may be
exhibited by an individual who stands before a
particular judge.
I do not wish to comment on any particular case, and I
do not cast any aspersions about the way the judiciary is
presently conducting itself in relation to the discharge
of those duties. I would say, however, that the role of
the government as legislators is to respond to what it
considers to be and what it promotes as its policies on
community standards and issues of law and order,
including the consideration of appropriate sentences.
That is why the coalition government formulated a
detailed law and order policy to take to the November
election, part of which included conducting the
sentencing survey. Some parts of the policy have
already been implemented, including the passage of
legislation on the abolition of suspended sentences for
the most serious offences early in the last session of
Parliament. That act carried with it another important
reform that made some minor but important changes to
the Sentencing Advisory Council, which I do not recall
being opposed by either of the opposition parties. It
incorporated input to the Sentencing Advisory Council
from representatives of Victoria Police and Victims of
Crime.
I briefly turn to a report published by the Sentencing
Advisory Council in order to pick up some of the points
made by Ms Pennicuik which highlight that the
difficulty with all surveys is that it is virtually
impossible to canvass the community’s view in a
scientific way that will not be prone to some of the
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criticisms that have been made by Ms Pennicuik and by
others. It was suggested that polling is a more scientific
method, but it also has its limitations. I need go no
further than page 5 of the Sentencing Advisory
Council’s report of March 2011. Under the heading
‘Data collection’ there is mention of:
The data collection involved a survey of 300 Victorians using
computer-assisted telephone interviewing (CATI) technology
in October 2009, representing the second survey in the
longitudinal research design. The respondents were randomly
selected from a pool of 1200 people who had completed the
first survey on perceptions of sentencing and the criminal
justice system.

I will skip a bit, but I ask members to read the detailed
study. I hope I am not selectively quoting, but the
section I draw the house’s attention to is the part that
says:
Despite being a random sample of the Victorian population,
the survey sample is not directly representative of the
Victorian population from which it was drawn. Two
differences of note are found in the sample’s age and
education status.

That is the limitation that is to be found in the sort of
telephone polling survey which Ms Pennicuik and the
academics and researchers she cited prefer. These will
all be matters which will be considered when the
policies in relation to baseline sentencing are fully
considered by the Attorney-General and the
government and implemented through the course of this
government’s term.
This survey allows appropriate dialogue between the
Department of Justice and the Victorian community in
a fairly informative way, but it is not as detailed as the
sentencing of a person in an individual case where all
the circumstances of a particular offence and all the
experience of a judge is before the court. Nevertheless,
the opening message from the Attorney-General at the
beginning of the survey outlines the government’s key
policy objectives in relation to sentencing law,
including abolishing suspended sentences for all
crimes, ending home detention, introducing a new
community corrections order which will restore truth in
sentencing, setting a four-year statutory minimum
sentence for offences involving gross violence, and
specifying in legislation the non-parole periods to be
served for typical or median cases of serious crimes.
In relation to the questions asked in the survey, the
Attorney-General goes on to say:
I encourage you to spend time considering the facts of each
case study before deciding on what you consider to be the
most appropriate sentence for the crime.
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Looking at some of the case studies in the survey, and I
will refer to one as an example, they confront the
member of the community with a glimpse or a snapshot
of some of the difficulties that a sentencing judge
would face. The survey covers much more than the
usual discussions in the media because it forces
respondents to go through some of the facts and then
consider the very specific response they would need to
make as a sentencing judge. Obviously the survey does
not cover the full range of criteria that would be
considered, but it contains much more than you would
see in many of the other types of responses that have
been used to gauge community concern. I will go to
one example that is listed in relation to case 3, an armed
robbery. It says:
Barry planned to commit an armed robbery on a hotel. He
watched the premises for some days. On the day of the armed
robbery he took a sawn-off shotgun and bought a balaclava.
He arranged for a friend to wait outside in a car.
He entered the hotel wearing the balaclava and brandishing
the shotgun. He shouted at everyone to, ‘Get down, or you’ll
get hurt’. He then threatened the bartender with the shotgun,
and made the bartender put money in a bag. Barry left the
hotel with $7000 in cash.
No-one was physically hurt, but all those in the hotel were
very frightened. The bartender could not continue to work,
and needed ongoing treatment for post-traumatic stress.

This case study has limitations in that it does not set out
the full background and circumstances. It does not have
anything from the witnesses and it does not have the
two, three or four days of evidence that a judge would
hear, but it outlines some of the considerations that are
relevant to the sentencing. It goes on to ask:
The current maximum sentence for armed robbery is
25 years’ imprisonment. What sentence would you give
Barry? If you would sentence Barry to a period of
imprisonment, what non-parole period would you set, if any?

It lists the choices of a fine, a community correction
order or imprisonment, with all the options of up to
1 year, 1 to 2 years, 2 to 5 years, 6 to 10 years, 11 to 15
years, 15 to 20 years, up to 25 years or life. It goes on to
give a choice of non-parole periods of up to 1 year, 1 to
2 years, 2 to 5 years, 6 to 10 years, 11 to 15 years, 15 to
20 years, up to 25 years or no parole.
The bit that is difficult — and I confess I have not done
this myself yet, but I have thought about it — is when
you have to tick one of those boxes, even given the
limited circumstances, because it forces you to confront
some of the decisions that are faced by the courts, in a
minute, snapshot type of way but much more than you
experience in other push poll surveys where they just
ask your opinion about something.
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That is an example of the sorts of thing the survey does.
Importantly it has two extra parts on the back which
encourage you to talk about factors involved in
sentencing. There are descriptions of the usual criteria
that are taken into account, including the age of the
offender, criminal record, the victim’s injuries, whether
the offender was abused or neglected as a child,
genuine remorse for the offence, planning, IQ, sole
support for children, armoury, drunkenness and
whether the offender was high on drugs. I am skipping
some for the sake of time, but I would encourage all
members to have a look at those factors. They do not
fully encapsulate all the sentencing act’s criteria, but
they set out some of them.
The most important part of the survey, given the figure
cited by Ms Pennicuik of 40 000 people filling in the
2006 survey and 15 000 people to date having filled in
this survey, is part 3, which requests feedback. It asks,
‘How do you think sentencing could be improved in
Victoria?’. It is blank, undirected and capable of
receiving community input in a direct way. In that
regard the survey allows the community, as is done in
many other forums, to send its message directly to
government in a very convenient way about whether
sentences should be increased, altered or reviewed in
any way.
This debate, including the debate we are having today,
raises this issue for the community and gives the
community an opportunity to consider these important
factors. I thank Ms Pennicuik for again drawing this
important survey to the attention of the house. I note
that the government’s commitment to openness and
transparency in relation to document release on
appropriate occasions will permit this document to be
released unopposed. I am of the understanding that
there is no particular commercial arrangement in any
unusual sense between the government and the Herald
Sun. The document is obviously on the Department of
Justice website, and people can access it directly
without going via the medium of the Herald Sun. I
encourage members of the Victorian community to
participate however they see fit in various aspects of the
survey or the debate. On behalf of the people of
Victoria I congratulate the Attorney-General on his
work in continuing to administer this very important
part of the law and order policy of the Baillieu-Ryan
coalition government.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — We in
opposition support this call for documents. I think it is
actually quite a simple motion. I am not too sure if we
need to get into the merits of the Herald Sun survey on
sentencing, but I do want to touch a little bit on this
particular aspect, because this is all part of something
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we have been through in the last few years when The
Nationals and the Liberal Party were in opposition and
spoke about law and order as if it was a war zone out
there and everyone should be scared because it was a
terrible place. They said, ‘Turn to us; turn to a
conservative government. We are the only ones who
are going to make you safe, and we are the only ones
who are going to treat criminals the way they should be
treated. We will make it safe’.
I pose the question that I have posed in this chamber
before: when will the new government declare it is
safe? Those in government are the people who said it
was unsafe. They are the ones who went around saying,
‘It’s all terrible. Vote for us; we’ll make you safe’.
When will there be a declaration? When the surveys are
done and when the protective services officers are out
there? When will there be a declaration from members
of this government that, in their minds, it is safe out
there in comparison to the recent years we have spent
hearing about what a terrible a society we live in?
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I just
have a few remarks to make in response. I thank the
two speakers who have spoken in support of my motion
for release of the documents that I am requesting of the
government. Mr O’Brien said that I implied that the
government would only take note of this online survey.
I did not imply that. I would be expecting that the
government would take note of the views of the
judiciary and the Sentencing Advisory Council that has
been put in place to advise the government and the
community of Victoria on sentencing. What I was
trying to encourage the government to do was not to
give this survey too much weight at all.
When I mentioned pollsters making comments about
the 1996 survey I was not saying that polling was in
itself a scientific activity but that this survey was only
an online opinion poll of a certain select group of
people who then further self-select. In comparison to
that, large polling companies at least make an attempt
to have a random selection of people and not a
self-selected group of people. Once there is a
self-selected group of people it reduces the credibility
of the survey markedly. What I am saying is that this
survey does not have much credibility because, no
matter how many people fill it in, it is not random; it is
self-selecting.
Mr O’Brien also pointed out and read from the
Attorney-General’s remarks at the start of the survey
concerning what the government was doing in terms of
moving to strengthen key aspects of sentencing law.
Mr O’Brien went through what the government is
doing, including abolishing suspended sentences,
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ending home detention and introducing in legislation
community correction orders, four-year statutory
minimum sentences and non-parole periods. What the
government is doing is reinforcing what I am saying.
The government in its presentation of the survey in the
Herald Sun of 27 July was setting the scene to suggest
that we need to strengthen the sentencing regime
because somehow it is not appropriate. What I am
saying is that there is no evidence that the sentencing
regime needs to be strengthened. As Mr Leane said,
there is no evidence that people going about their daily
business in the state of Victoria need to be afraid.
Obviously we know that crimes are being committed,
but it is not as if everybody going about their daily
business needs to be afraid in the state of Victoria. That
is not the case.
Mr O’Brien also read out one of the case studies —
case study 3, involving the armed robbery — and
suggested that it presented to respondents, who were
encouraged to then impose a sentence, enough
information for them to form an opinion. They can
form an opinion, but it will not be an informed opinion
that is comparable to what would be determined in a
court or what was determined in the context of those
other studies that I mentioned have been carried out by
the Sentencing Advisory Council, the Australian
Institute of Criminology and the University of
Melbourne, which are properly conducted studies in
terms of gathering the evidence about what sentences
people would impose if they were actually given the
full information.
I quickly went through the case studies in the survey,
and I noticed that the longest one gives respondents
12 lines. It is not even 12 full lines, it is 12 half-lines of
the newspaper. There is no way that that is enough
information for people to make an informed opinion.
Yes, they will come to an opinion, but it will probably
be an opinion based on what they already believe. I
make the point that the factors that are presented at the
end — the mitigating or aggravating factors that affect
the sentence — are not actually tied to the particular
case studies; they are just general factors. That further
weakens the whole scenario that we have in front of us.
I agree with the chairman of the Criminal Bar
Association, Greg Lyon, who was reported in the Age
of 31 July as saying that this whole debate is more
complex than a simple assertion that the courts are ‘soft
on crime’. This survey is a re-run of the 1996 survey,
but it does not even supply members of the public with
as much information as that survey did. They are both
fundamentally flawed, and they should not be relied
upon by the government as a credible basis on which to
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make decisions about sentencing in the state of
Victoria.
Sentencing is a very important issue because it affects
the whole community as well as the life of the offender
in terms of whether they are able to be rehabilitated.
We need to take it seriously, and there is enough
evidence out there that mandatory sentencing does not
work. That is what is partly behind this, and that is why
the Attorney-General phrased his introduction to the
survey in the way he did, which was to lead people into
thinking a certain way before they completed the
survey. All of these things are unscientific, and they are
not evidence based. When you are looking at an
important issue like sentencing, you need to be looking
at proper evidence-based research. I thank the house for
supporting this motion.
Motion agreed to.

CHILDREN: BEAUTY PAGEANTS
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house calls on the Minister for Community Services
to seek advice from the Victorian child safety commissioner
on the need for the regulation of child beauty pageants.

In this debate I would like to focus on the central issue,
which is whether we want the child safety
commissioner to advise the Minister for Community
Services on whether competitions that pitch children
against each other based on their physical beauty
should be regulated in some way. I am not going to
enter into a debate about whether these competitions
sexualise children, whether fake tan is toxic sludge or
what the age of consent for waxing should be. This
motion is just about beauty competitions for children.
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developmental opportunities. It is a whole world away
from the role-play of children ransacking a dress-up
box and putting on a show. It has nothing in common
with the group and individual opportunities provided by
school shows.
This motion was prompted by the recent
American-based beauty pageant which took place in
Melbourne soon after the airing of the TV show
Toddlers and Tiaras. If anyone has not watched it, I
would encourage them to do so. It turns your stomach;
it is so horrible. I especially encourage anybody who
has small children to watch it.
I have been inspired and encouraged by the intelligence
and hard work of Catherine Manning of Pull the Pin,
who brought this matter to my attention. It was
Catherine who had the sensible suggestion that if we
were going to protest about the pageant, we should not
do it anywhere near the venue, because that would
upset the children. Instead we went to the Fairies Tree
at the Fitzroy Gardens.
We all know that that particular beauty competition
turned into a bit of a shemozzle. Who would have
guessed that a company that sees children as a
commodity would turn out to be unethical in its
dealings with parents and children? Who would have
guessed that it would rent out one child to competing
media organisations for money? But of course it would
have done so. I was horrified, along with many other
people. It is not only this company and not only that
pageant; Australian companies are now coming out of
the woodwork and advertising new events with prizes
for the child with the prettiest eyes, the most photogenic
child, the most beautiful child and so on.

I will start by asking members of the chamber a
question: would any MP in this house stand their two
daughters in a room together and tell them that one of
them is more beautiful than the other? I doubt it. Would
any of us judge two of our nieces against each other
based on who is the prettiest? Would we give one of
them a prize and explain to the other one that she was
less pretty? Of course none of us would do that. That
would be mean, and it would clearly be harmful to both
children. That is what this motion is all about.

Whether or not these contests promote the excesses of
fakery and enhancement that horrified me just a few
weeks ago, they are about kids being pitted against each
other in a beauty competition judged by adults. I do not
have children, but I have many children in my life —
my nieces and nephews and my friends’ children —
and I know enough about the world to know that kids
are already under intense pressure about how they
appear. I am not saying that comes only from beauty
pageants, because we know it comes from everywhere
else as well. Society’s obsession with appearances is
not limited to children but is bleeding out into the world
of children.

Beauty pageants are competitions based on what kids
look like, as judged by adults. I do not care whether
they do a little dance; it is still a beauty competition. It
is not a team sport, and it does not encourage
cooperation or problem-solving. There are no lessons or

We should not be feeding this problem by having
beauty competitions; we should be doing the
opposite — that is, encouraging girls to get away from
the bathroom mirror to take their place amongst
decision-makers in our society. I need to remind
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members of the house that we are not talking about
teenagers; we are talking about four-year-olds,
five-year-olds and six-year-olds; we are talking about
really small children. These children have so much
more to contribute than just being decorations; they
should be encouraged to contribute their thoughts and
ideas. There is real potential. We should be listening to
them, talking to them and not looking at them from a
distance and judging them.

There are issues such as smoking in cars that contain
children. I remember last year we had quite a debate in
this chamber when Mr Drum, quite rightly, introduced
a private members bill about smoking in cars
containing children. In that case we were not trusting
parents to make decisions; we were saying that it was
dangerous to smoke in cars that contain children. These
practices are common. We need the relevant minister to
be able to give guidance.

I was encouraged when Minister Lovell sent the child
safety commissioner to the most recent competition, but
I would be concerned if this were used as an excuse not
to support a proper reference to the commissioner. The
commissioner has reported to the minister, but at this
stage the minister has not made that report public. I call
upon Minister Lovell to table the report and also
publish it on the website of the child safety
commissioner.

Parents would be shocked to think that previous
generations used to think that such practices were okay.
After all, parents assume that when something is not
regulated, it must be safe. We are not showing a lack of
trust in parents by creating child safety regulations. If
that were the case, we would have no need for the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development at all or for a child safety commissioner.
At the very least we owe it to parents to provide them
with some guidance from the child safety commissioner
when they are faced with a novel activity that is outside
the usual decision-making parameters of parents and
has the potential for harm.

At the particular pageant I am talking about, it would
have only been possible for the commissioner to look at
any child abuse over and above the competition
activity. Yesterday the minister quoted from a report in
which the commissioner said:
… we should remain vigilant around children’s pageants,
simply because they are based on a perception of competitive
beauty and personal appearance.

A reference to the commissioner would enable him to
report on whether child beauty competitions, absent
from any other factors, represented significant potential
harm and whether some regulation is in order and if so,
what kinds of regulations are needed. This would make
more sense than sending him off just to examine one
individual pageant. The commissioner might ask for
expert opinion, such as that from the Royal Australian
and New Zealand College of Psychiatrists, which
recently put out a statement saying that beauty
competitions for children can have significant mental
health and developmental consequences that impact
detrimentally on the identity, self-esteem and body
perception of children.
The minister has stated that parents know best. That is a
fine sentiment, and I would think that a great deal of the
time parents probably do know best, but a policy of
trusting parents to know best can peacefully coexist
with child safety laws. We have a range of child safety
laws and regulations in this state such as booster seats
in cars and sending children to school. I am sure that
the minister is not suggesting there is no need for any of
those things and that we can simply trust parents to
make their own decisions on such things.

I urge members of the chamber to look at the child
commissioner’s website, because he has written a
number of excellent reports and advice for both parents
and grandparents, and for staff at kindergartens and
child-care centres. I cannot see why the commissioner
would not be called upon to do this kind of work.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I
welcome the opportunity to speak and make a
contribution to this debate. I thank Ms Hartland for
moving this motion. The state Labor opposition will be
supporting it. We believe it is necessary to regulate
these types of child beauty pageants. It would be
appropriate to see a code of conduct developed to
ensure that parents are given some appropriate guidance
and beauty pageant organisers are given some
appropriate guidance as to how these pageants should
be conducted in the future.
When I heard that a beauty pageant organised by the
Texas-based Universal Royalty Beauty Pageant was
going to be held in my electorate at the Northcote town
hall, I was appalled. I know many members of the
community have also expressed their considerable
concern about this pageant in the lead-up to it and
afterwards. I was pleased to join with Ms Hartland at a
rally organised by Pull the Pin. I particularly
acknowledge and congratulate Ms Catherine Manning
for her efforts in highlighting this important issue in the
community.

CHILDREN: BEAUTY PAGEANTS
2498

COUNCIL

We need to focus on what is in the best interests of the
child at all times. That is what we should be focusing
on during the course of this debate today. At a time
when we see more young girls experiencing self-esteem
issues and eating disorders, I am concerned that a
US-styled beauty pageant was held here in Melbourne
and that it was completely unregulated. The event
sought to have very young girls compete with each
other on the basis of their appearance. Their appearance
did not resemble what a young girl should look like.
I am sure many members saw the photographs of the
young six-year-old Eden Wood who was the star of the
pageant. She is based in America. I was quite disturbed
by the digitally altered photographs of her which were
published in newspapers. I was looking at a
six-year-old, but I thought I was looking at a 36-year
old. I do not think we should be promoting this type of
beauty as something young girls aged four, five or six
years of age should be aspiring to.
Like Ms Hartland I also viewed an episode of the US
program Toddlers and Tiaras on which this pageant is
modelled, and I was very disturbed by what I saw. I
was disturbed by the images of young girls caked in
make-up and reports of five-year-olds having waxing
done, as well as spray tans and fake teeth. I know some
members are astounded, but that is what was occurring.
There was a five-year-old screaming, ‘Mummy,
Mummy, no, no’, because her eyebrows were being
waxed. I think that is preposterous, and this is why
there has been such concern expressed about this
pageant. This is why I urge members of the government
to go and have a look at the program themselves and
make up their own minds about whether we want this
kind of pageant to come back to Victoria next year or to
be run here in the future. I am very disturbed by it, and I
would urge members to have a look at that program and
have a discussion with Minister Lovell about the
appropriateness of this kind of thing coming back to our
state.
This event is seeking to judge very young children on
the basis of beauty. There is no denying that little girls
are being entered in these contests and judged solely on
their outward appearance. That is why we support the
regulation of beauty pageants and think it is appropriate
that, for example, guidance be given to organisers and
parents about what is appropriate in terms of a child’s
appearance and whether the alteration of digital photos
should be allowed. I hope they would not permit that,
because you could have a six-year-old being made to
look like an adult, and that is really not the right
message to be sending young children about what they
should aspire to.
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I believe all children are beautiful as they are and they
should not be encouraged to look like adults. Little girls
who have lost their front teeth having false teeth put in
so that they have a perfect smile I find really disturbing.
I know there have been many people who have
expressed concerns about the impact that this may have
on young children. I do not want to quote it in full, but a
very good article published in the Australian on
2 August quotes adolescent and child
psychotherapist Ms Collett Smart, who expressed
concerns about these types of pageants, as saying:
I spent 21⁄2 hours inside the venue … enough to get a good
look, and I didn’t change my mind at all …
I kept getting told, no, it’s also about skill. And I spent time
actively looking for that skill, and there is no skill. They [the
children] walk on, and give a wave, and blow a kiss, and give
a twirl, and all are judged on how they looked, until one is left
standing there.

She goes on to say:
Body image is the no. 1 problem of young girls. So these
children [in pageants] are absolutely being put in harm’s way,
and we can’t just watch a train wreck about to happen. And
it’s cruel to judge little girls on their appearance. To say to a
young girl, no, you’re not pretty enough. So we’re setting
them up for plastic surgery and Botox injections and as a
society, we must not sit by and let that happen.

Whilst I am happy to see young people compete in
talent quests, I believe this style of competitive beauty
pageant is completely alien to the Australian way of
life. The difference between talent quests, which are
based on skill and talent, and these types of beauty
pageants, is the focus on the sexualisation of the
children, the over-the-top glitz added to the appearance
of the children and what they are being encouraged to
aspire to. I do not want to see young children being
dressed up like Lady Gaga or Madonna.
I was very concerned when I saw the YouTube video of
little American Eden Wood singing about her booty,
gyrating her hips and shaking her bum at the audience.
We are talking about a six-year-old here. The state
Labor opposition expressed its concerns about this
pageant in Parliament well before it was held.
Ms Pulford and I both asked Minister Lovell and
Minister Dalla-Riva questions about these pageants and
about whether state regulations in relation to
working-with-children checks and regulations in
relation to child employment had been complied with,
and I believe it was really only our concerns and the
furore created by the media interest in the pageant that
forced the minister to pretend to do something.
That the child safety commissioner, Bernie Geary,
attended the event is a welcome first step. I am very
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happy that the child safety commissioner attended the
event, but I do not believe it is a satisfactory response
for the minister to say that that finishes the issue. I think
the government should move to safeguard the interests
of these children. In the answer that the minister gave to
a Dorothy Dixer question about the issue yesterday,
Minister Lovell confirmed that she plans to do nothing
about these types of beauty pageants in the future. I was
interested in the fact that she quoted from advice she
has received from the child safety commissioner that:
… we should remain vigilant around children’s pageants,
simply because they are based on a perception of competitive
beauty and personal appearance.

I welcome the fact that the child safety commissioner is
saying that the government should remain vigilant. I
believe it should remain vigilant, but it should go
further than that. It should ask the child safety
commissioner to do a proper review around these
beauty pageants and move to regulate them in future. It
is possible that we could see the same organisers come
back to Victoria next year, and I do not think the
Baillieu government should stand back and do nothing,
just as it is doing in relation to so many child-care
issues. It is time that the Baillieu government took some
real action to regulate these types of pageants, and we
will be supporting this motion.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
also rise to speak on what is a very important issue. It is
a paramount, universal right of children that we act in
their best interests. That is something that motivated my
entry into politics, and no doubt many other members
on all sides of this house share that commitment. That
means we protect the best interests of children and
make sure that they, our most vulnerable citizens, are
not subjected to exploitation and abuse. Every civilised
society needs to do that.
I must place it on the record that I am not the mother of
a daughter; however, I am the mother of a son. I will
relate an experience of when I made a decision to do
something — I will not call it lapsed judgement,
because I think it was a developmental thing. Parenting
skills are not something one is necessarily born with; it
is a matter of on-the-job training. You obviously learn a
lot from your own parents and other significant family
members, as I did. Although I had studied psychology
and I was a teacher by profession, being a mother was a
novel experience. I did at one stage enrol my son — I
am almost ashamed to say so — in a beauty contest. I
cannot recall exactly how old he was, but he may have
been between one and two years of age. I went along
quite naively, and it felt weird. It felt odd. He came
third, and I was devastated. I cried.
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I looked at every single baby in that room, and I could
not see an ugly baby. When my son was born he was
not a picture of beauty. I can say that now, but at that
time I thought he was just the most magical thing I had
ever seen. He is a beautiful person, because that is how
I have raised him and how my family has raised him.
We are very proud of who he is. What I am trying to
say, to come back to my story, is that I looked around at
the competitors, of whom there were many of both
sexes, and I could not see an ugly baby. And never
since that time have I seen an ugly baby. The baby may
have cauliflower ears or it may have other
distinguishing features, but I think there is a beauty in
all of them — and no doubt each mother and father and
each family would see them as beautiful creations.
Excesses can be seen in the way that parents raise their
children in myriad activities. As a teacher I have seen
that. Some parents see the folly of their ways and
change, as I did. I would never again have put my child
through that experience. Nonetheless I recognise the
fact that there are other competitions and activities
where children are pushed to their limits. Whether it is a
protégé tennis player who spends hours on end being
coached to become a champion tennis player and
forfeits the opportunity of being involved in other
activities that children probably deserve to be able to
engage in or whether it is a protégé musician such as
Mozart — who I understand was tied to the piano by
his father for hours on end to practise — anything to
excess, irrespective of the outcome, is regrettable.
The raising of children is a very important thing, and
we as parents acquire skills on the job. Unfortunately
you do not need a licence to be a parent. We all know
there are a lot of parents who are really not up to the
mark — sometimes through lack of skills and at other
times through lack of care. Unfortunately at other times
it can be through the accidents of life. You may have
the best of intentions, but you never know what the
impact will be on that child.
Like previous speakers I also share concerns about the
premature sexualisation of children, in particular little
girls, whether it is through advertisements, clothing or
popular music. As a mother I look at that and I think it
is excessive. Even so I remember getting into my
mother’s lingerie as a little girl and pretending to be a
princess. As a little girl of four or five years of age I
used to get into her lingerie and parade around the
house. My castle was the dining room table, and I
would wear her high heels and her lipstick.
Ms Hartland — The fun stuff.
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Mrs PEULICH — The fun stuff. I would be
reprimanded often, but nonetheless it was something
that attracted me. It was role-play. Kids grow through
role-play, and a lot of the time they play out adult roles,
trying them on to see how they fit. That is a part of
development. One of the very important things we need
to teach our children is emotional intelligence, and
often that requires fairly skilled parenting and the
presence of fairly skilled significant others in the lives
of children.
We need to consider whether legislation or regulation is
the answer to some of these excesses. Obviously there
are some clear examples of exploitation and abuse, such
as child prostitution. We as a society obviously need to
come down very hard on these matters. When it comes
to regulating pageants and like activities it is sometimes
very difficult to draw the line between some of the
pageants and the other activities that parents can be
overzealous about. Often it is a reflection of the
parenting rather than the activity itself. Whether it is
callisthenics, jazz ballet, acting, dancing or any other
activity, anything that is done to excess, often driven by
overzealous parents, should be of concern.
When the Texas-based company Universal Royalty
Beauty Pageant announced its Australian event in early
2011, which was to be held in Melbourne, following
initial inquiries as to the date and location of the
event — details of which were kept confidential by the
company, apparently for fear of protest actions and
disturbances — and following the media interest the
event had aroused as it was framed around the Toddlers
and Tiaras reality TV program on the American
children’s pageant circuit, which obviously appears to
be focused on the extremes of industry, I was pleased to
learn that the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development, Wendy Lovell, had directed
her department to hold a meeting with the event
organisers along with representatives from the
departments of justice and business and innovation as
well as the Victorian child safety commissioner. That
was a wise, proactive move.
At this meeting, the organisers assured government
officials that they were complying with all government
regulations in regard to working-with-children checks
and child employment. As was mentioned earlier, the
minister also asked the child safety commissioner to
attend the event, which he did as a guest of the
organisers, and report back to her. That was a positive
move on behalf of both the organisers, if they wished
themselves to be seen as good citizens, and the child
safety commissioner as well as the minister herself.
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The report based on the observations of the child safety
commissioner is contained in a letter to the minister
dated 1 August. I will read parts of that:
Re: your request that I provide you with my impressions as a
result of attending ‘children’s’ beauty pageant at Northcote
town hall, Saturday, 30 July 2011.
I attended the ‘pageant’, and spent 21⁄2 hours observing from
the audience.
There were about 150 people in attendance. The audience
seemed to comprise of children and families and friends of
participants. Children paraded before judges in aged groups
from toddlers to adolescents.
Whilst I was present, my overall impression was one of
people having fun. Whilst many of the children (95 per cent
females) seemed a bit overawed, some even bewildered, there
was no dynamic of unsafe or coercive practice.
I spoke to members of the audience, parents, kids and others,
and they all seem pretty happy and enthusiastic. Whilst
entrance fees, I’m told, are almost $300 per child —

which I think is a pretty big fee —
nobody complained. Costumes and dresses were
extraordinarily ‘glitzy’ and looked like they would be costly,
a few mothers told me they make them or have them made
within the group.
The overriding commercial aspect of the event was typified
through stalls at the back of the hall, merchandising ‘glitzy’
paraphernalia.

I get concerned not just with this but also with the sale
of paraphernalia generally, whether it is associated with
films or other products, and the manner in which it is
displayed to obviously make it attractive to children,
who are often very good drivers of the purchasing
behaviour of their parents. I continue quoting from the
letter:
Parents were supporting their charges, as parents do at many
children’s competitions and displays that I have witnessed as
a parent, grandparent, and in my role as child safety
commissioner.
Whilst personally, I found the pageant to be not of my
personal taste, I saw nothing sinister, unsafe or degrading
during my visit.
Minister, in my opinion we should remain vigilant around
children’s pageants, simply because they are based on a
perception of competitive beauty and personal appearance.
If future events become more intense and more competitive, I
would be concerned about children’s long-term self-worth
being dependent upon how attractive they were judged to be.
Happy to meet with you for further conversation.

It is heartening to know that that particular event did
not appear to go to the extremes that would require a
more strident and decisive course of action. However, I
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think the minister’s words, as well as those of the
commissioner, underscore the importance of
maintaining a very close watch — a vigilance — on
these pageants to ensure that they remain a safe form of
activity.
That is not to say that we do not already place too much
emphasis on inappropriate body image. We have
problems with young children under the age of 10, for
example, dieting and becoming bulimic or anorexic —
boys and girls — and the emphasis needs to be on
healthy eating and healthy activity. Being glued to
social media for too many hours of the day at the
expense of outdoor activity compounds those problems
in the young. As Ms Hartland rightly said, problems
surrounding children, their physical wellbeing and any
sorts of body image perceptions, sexual stereotyping
and so forth are a reflection of a broader problem in our
community and our society about which we all need to
be extremely vigilant.
In my view education is the answer. It is absolutely
crucial that we educate parents. In my naivety, even
though I was not exactly a young mum, I took my son
to a child pageant. That for me was a lesson, and I will
never repeat that activity again. I think education is
crucial.
It is important that we seek to develop in children an
emotional intelligence that holds them in good stead for
making good decisions for themselves in future life.
Sometimes parents are not in a good position to teach
those skills, and as a government the responsibility is
ours to see how we can deliver that sort of skill set to
support families that are not in a position to impart it to
their children. That is a real challenge, and I am a fan of
those types of initiatives. Whether it is done through
maternal and child health, through other types of
children’s services, through education in schools or
whatever, it is obviously a matter for those who are
responsible for delivering those programs. I promised
to speak very briefly — —
Mr Leane — And you always keep your promises.
Mrs PEULICH — Exactly. The commissioner
noted:
… in my opinion we should remain vigilant around children’s
pageants, simply because they are based on a perception of
competitive beauty and personal appearance.

As a broader society we need to factor that into
everything that impacts upon children. The
government’s position is that it acknowledges that
children’s pageants are not to everyone’s taste, and the
minister is on the record as saying that she personally

2501

would not enter a child in one. As a general principle it
is important that we trust parents to make the right
decisions for their children until the reverse occurs.
That does not mean that we turn a blind eye, sit on our
hands and do nothing; that would be negligent. It means
that we keep watch and make sure that children are not
placed in danger.
Based on the child safety commissioner’s reports to
date, there is no evidence to suggest that children have
been abused or degraded during the course of any event
held in Victoria. Obviously continued monitoring will
ensure that this continues. Under the former
government, when a similar event occurred, the Labor
Party basically accepted children’s pageants as a legal
activity and chose not to impose any sort of ban or
regulation on them. The government will continue to
monitor these events and take advice from the child
safety commissioner and, if necessary, from the
Victorian Children’s Council, of which the
commissioner is a member.
In 2010 the Labor government shied away from taking
action, and now opposition members are calling on us
to either ban or regulate children’s pageants, so their
position is a little inconsistent. However, they are
important issues, as I said, and there is agreement
across the board that we need to make sure these
experiences do not expose children to sexualisation,
abuse and the like and that those types of excesses,
which I think inspired Ms Hartland to bring this
motion, are minimised and monitored by the
responsible agencies. On behalf of the government, I
say that that is an important course of action to make
sure that our children are protected.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I wish
to thank both speakers. They raised a number of
important issues and reconfirmed for me why it was
that I moved this motion today. I am somewhat
disappointed that, even though the government says it
will support the motion, it is not clear how that
monitoring will occur or whether the Minister for
Community Services will write to Mr Geary to ask him
to do more research on this issue into whether there
needs to be ongoing regulation. I am not sure how you
can monitor the situation when you have no regulation
mechanism around pageants. Because of that I feel that
I have no choice but to personally write to the child
safety commissioner tomorrow and ask him to do more
research. After reading his website today I believe that
he has the ability to do self-referrals, and that is what I
will ask for.
It sends a bad message from government when
government members say it is very important, it is very

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
2502

COUNCIL

disturbing and they do not like these types of beauty
competitions but then just sit back and let it happen. I
do not think that is good enough, so I feel that I have no
choice but to take action on behalf of children in
Victoria so that we get serious advice from the person
who can give us that advice, and that is the child safety
commissioner. During question time tomorrow I will
ask the minister why, whether and when she will write
to the child safety commissioner. I will also ask her to
lay on the table the report she has already received from
the child safety commissioner.
Motion agreed to.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Ombudsman: corrupt conduct by public
officers in procurement
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I take a
great deal of pleasure in rising to talk about the
Victorian Ombudsman’s Corrupt Conduct by Public
Officers in Procurement report of 2011. It is incorrect
for me to say I am delighted; I am truly horrified by this
report — more than I could possibly say. The systemic
rorting of the public system that is detailed in this report
goes to the heart of what all of us want to feel we are
achieving in this place. The Labor Party has just come
out of government and the coalition has just come into
government, but we all rely on our public servants to do
the very best they can. We want the public to feel
confident about the work we do, to know that it is
transparent and honest and that the money taxpayers
pay to keep these departments going is distributed in an
equitable, open and honest way.
The recommendations of the report go to the heart of
cheating — basic cheating by individuals. These
individuals said in their responses to the Ombudsman’s
questions, ‘Oh, we did not actually think about that. We
didn’t think those would be the ramifications, we just
thought that came with it’. If that is the culture in these
organisations, there is something very wrong with
them. I am pleased to know that we as a government
are going to do something about it, particularly in the
arts.
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reference from a Western Australian report, which
alerted us to the fact that a government body — in this
instance, Arts Victoria — was rorting the system to an
enormous extent over the procurement of toner
cartridges.
I have previously gone into the detail of what the Arts
Victoria officers were doing, but I would like to look at
some of the commentary from people in some of the
other government bodies, because my concern is about
the systemic nature of the acceptance of goods in
recompense for procuring huge contracts. This is
seriously unacceptable. There is also a problem with
people not understanding what the appropriate
procedures are, and this comes through the report very
clearly. It shows that many people do not know where
the boundaries are, which is a great problem.
I am sad to say that 5 minutes to speak on the report is a
very short time, given there is so much detail in it. I
cannot understand that some of the people questioned
did not see that it was wrong to receive the goods they
did — for example, page 19 reports that a project
officer received $8300 in Coles Myer vouchers and
prepaid Visa cards from the company that was
supplying the toner. Surely people must understand that
this is wrong.
I commend the report because it highlights what has
been happening. It is not just in Arts Victoria, but many
other organisations. A school principal said he received
an MP3 player and he did not realise that was wrong.
Admittedly he said he just put it in the bottom drawer,
but he accepted it. Another example was someone who
received a Samsung camera. She said she used it
personally, that it was at home. She also used gift
vouchers to purchase food for her family. This is
absolutely unacceptable. If people are using these
vouchers to buy food for their families, there is
something seriously wrong in our public service.
It is disturbing to read the allegations in the report. I am
pleased that the Baillieu government is addressing these
issues. We await some change in the guidelines. The
report has alerted the directors of these bodies to this
rorting.

Gordon TAFE: report 2010
I remind the chamber that on 16 September last year the
Ombudsman notified the Minister for Corrections, the
Secretary of the Department of Justice, the Secretary of
the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development and the Minister for Education that he
would investigate the procurement of various
government contracts. It is quite extraordinary that this
did not come out of Victoria but out of an obscure

Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
a statement on the Gordon TAFE annual report of
2010. When people think of Geelong, they often think
of its icons — the Geelong Football Club, Deakin
University and the Geelong Ford plant — but along
with these important icons we have the Gordon TAFE,
which is very high on that list.
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Last year was the Gordon TAFE’s 123rd year of
existence. It has grown from its original existence as a
mechanical institute and night school for tradespeople
to the largest regional stand-alone TAFE in the state. It
now offers more than 400 nationally accredited and
specialist courses across its three campuses in the
Geelong CBD, East Geelong and Colac, as well as
programs at Barwon prison and various Geelong
workplaces. In the reporting period it enrolled around
25 000 students and employed approximately 800 staff.
In terms of its presence, purpose, participation and
place in Geelong, it is not only an important training
provider but also a critical component in our region in
delivering that connection between training, jobs and
our ability to manage and deliver growth.
The reporting period also included the third and final
stage of the Gordon 1–10 plan, which is the vision for
the institute. The plan has four major objectives: to be
recognised as a leader in education and training,
embracing new technologies and learning strategies; to
be the training provider of choice; to be a key player in
proactively assisting the region’s economy in transition
and community needs, particularly those in
disadvantaged areas; and to be an employer of choice.
It gives me great pleasure to inform the house that in
September last year the institute was named Victorian
large training provider of the year at the state training
awards. It was a stunning achievement born out of the
dedication to the Gordon 1–10 plan and the sheer hard
work of all involved, so I congratulate everyone.
While I am congratulating people, it is absolutely fitting
that I mention Grant Sutherland, the CEO of the
Gordon. Grant was also awarded CEO of the Year at
the Australian Human Resources Institute National
Awards. On presenting Mr Sutherland with the award,
the judges remarked that Grant’s impact on the Gordon
had been outstanding, with notable improvements on
performance indicators and a well-articulated business
vision.
During the reporting phase we also saw the completion
of significant building works: the $7.8 million
redevelopment of the Constructing Futures facility at
the East Geelong campus — for anyone who goes past
it, it is hard not to be impressed with that new facility.
There was also $2.3 million for the Wireless Broadband
Connectivity and Boiler Replacement project and the
official opening of the redeveloped library at the East
Geelong campus. Each of these projects attracted state
and federal Labor government funding, which will
assist in the Gordon’s enduring vision to be the no. 1
TAFE institute in regional Victoria.
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With Geelong’s ongoing appeal for manufacturing due
to its prime position for rail, road, sea and air
transportation as well as significant growth in the area
requiring substantial numbers of tradespeople, it is
important that our education services keep up with that
demand. On reading this report I have full confidence
that the people of Geelong and the region have access
to first class education services provided by what is
recognised as the best large training provider in the
state. I commend the report to the house.

Auditor-General: Allocation of Electronic
Gaming Machine Entitlements
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise today to make a statement on the Auditor-General’s
report on the allocation of electronic gaming machine
entitlements of June 2011. That report was tabled in this
Parliament on 29 June 2011. What did it say? It said
there were 27 300 ten-year gaming licences issued for
$980 million. But the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office estimates that the true value of those licences
was somewhere between $3.7 billion and $4.5 billion,
so the Victorian taxpayer was short-changed $3 billion
by this process. Why? There was an extremely low
reserve price even though 61 per cent of the bidders for
these gaming licences expected to pay more for them.
The government of the day, the Brumby Labor
government, was clearly suffering from premature
closure; it prematurely closed the bidding process. It
had an auction model based on the uniform pricing
model where the bids made were not necessarily the
price the participants paid. The lowest price paid, 72 per
cent of club entitlements, was sold at a reserve price of
$5500. The next lowest bid was $9100, and the average
bid was $42 000.
Who ran this process? The chair of the gaming review
committee was the then Premier, John Brumby. The
then Treasurer, John Lenders, was also on the
committee, as was the current Leader of the Opposition,
Daniel Andrews, who was Minister for Gaming. What
is he doing right now? Rob Hulls, the member for
Niddrie in the Assembly, was on the committee as
Minister for Racing, as was Lily D’Ambrosio, the
member for Mill Park in the Assembly, as Minister for
Community Development. They were responsible for
short-changing Victorians $3 billion. Interestingly
enough in a press release of 20 May 2010 titled
‘Opposition hypocrites on gaming auction revenue’
Mr Lenders said:
… the opposition’s claim the auction raised insufficient
revenue was shown to be another desperate story …
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Hardly a desperate story in hindsight, Mr Lenders,
when Victorians were short-changed $3 billion. In
Hansard of 24 June 2010 Mr Lenders was reported as
having said:
This government has undertaken a comprehensive review of
Victoria’s gambling industry to deliver the best outcomes for
future generations of Victorians …

The best outcomes? Future generations could have
done a lot with that $3 billion. I now understand why
the Olivia Newton-John Cancer and Wellness Centre
could not be finished. I understand why many other
projects and future infrastructure projects were not able
to be funded, because the former government
short-changed the Victorian taxpayer by $3 billion.
The conduct of the auction was bizarre. Bidders wanted
to pay more, and the government of the day said, ‘No,
we’re not taking any more bids. We’re not letting you
pay any more’. The bidders said, ‘But hang on, I want
to pay more’, and the government said, ‘No, we are not
accepting any more bids’. ‘But I want to pay much
more than you are already being paid’, said the bidders,
and the Brumby Labor government said, ‘We are not
taking any more bids. We know you want to give more
money to Victorians, but we are not taking it’. Nothing
surprises me about the lack of financial acumen of the
previous government.
That is just one of the many problems that was
delivered to Victorian taxpayers by the Brumby Labor
government. The myki ticketing system had a
$857 million overrun; the HealthSMART project,
$104 million; the mobile radio network, $99 million;
the ultranet project, $21 million; and Project Rosetta, an
$11 million overrun. The electronic conveyancing
online project that purported to save Victorian
communities $100 million a year when it was launched
in 2004 is non-operational. It was a flawed project
costing $50 million. The law enforcement assistance
program database is $20 million over budget; the train
radio system, $17 million over budget; and the
desalination plant and EastLink tollway projects
together tied up $5 billion.
The regional fast rail project has incurred $839 million
in costs; the South Morang rail extension, which is
already 12 years late, is $642 million over budget; and
the list goes on. The Royal Children’s Hospital is
$250 million over budget, the Austin Health
redevelopment is $221 million over budget, the M1
tollway West Gate Freeway upgrade is $367 million
over budget. It is getting ridiculous, but this is what
Victorians have had to deal with since the fall of the
Brumby Labor government.
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Mr Lenders has talked about accountability. It is time
for him to be accountable. He should stand up for the
mistakes of his stewardship of the former government,
and I call on him to do the right thing by Victorians and
resign.

Auditor General: Local Community Transport
Services — The Transport Connections Program
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Local Community Transport Services
report of 2011 by the Victorian Auditor-General. Local
community transport is critical for the survival and the
growth of a community but often far more so in an area
such as my electorate where members of the
community have far lower incomes and far greater
health and travel needs. Without adequate local
transport systems the community struggles in all the
important areas — in keeping in touch with other
family members, especially the aged, the infirm and the
disabled; in doing the shopping for household
essentials, food, clothes and so forth; and in visiting
health practitioners, even though the only local funding
was provided by the former Labor government.
To quote directly from page 1 of the report would
effectively be to repeat what I have just stated, and it is
something which I would argue is very obvious. But I
am not yet convinced that the minister is so aware, as
the new government has been dragged screaming to
support commitments that we made in government for
better transport options across Western Metropolitan
Region and in rural areas, compared to his swift and
ready commitment to the southern and eastern suburbs.
This report is more about rural and regional areas. It is
about Geelong, Ballarat and the shires of Macedon
Ranges and Wellington. It refers to funding in Melton
and Wyndham as well as in a long list of other areas
across the state, all of which benefited under the years
of Labor in government, because we never
discriminated and we never played favourites. By
extrapolation this report is then also about other
regional and rural areas across the state that adjoin
those listed within it. This government must make a
clear-cut commitment to serve the best interests of all
Victorians and not just those who qualify for
membership of the Liberal Party.
I wish to raise a few notable achievements for which
the former Labor government can be justifiably proud.
The Gippsland East Aboriginal driver education
program aims to reduce disadvantage to young
Aboriginal drivers. The Castlemaine to Maldon bus
service allows residents to access local services and
events, and visitors to access the two prisons. Such a
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service never existed previously. Page 41 of the report
says that the Bellarine community access program:
… helped to reduce social isolation experienced by mobility
impaired residents …

That program is now being extended to adjoining areas.
The inner Melbourne hospital map and guide was
designed for people in rural communities who may
need to travel to Melbourne and who may need some
help in finding our city-based hospitals. Of course this
map is useful and available to anyone, without
discrimination, even though its original purpose was to
help the 50 000-plus people who travel from country
areas to the hospitals every year.
In part it was for the latter reason that the Brumby
Labor government, with the now Leader of the
Opposition in the Assembly, who was then Minister for
Health, placed considerable government investment in
other hospitals such as the Sunshine Hospital. The truth
is that all people deserve better access to the best health
care and to the best transport to achieve this health care,
not just those in a few select areas. I am deeply proud of
the role that we on this side of the house played in
government to improve health care, to improve
transport, to support communities across the entire state
and to help those who live in our distant rural
communities to reduce a small portion of the
disadvantage they suffer due to the tyranny of distance
and to provide quality services to those with the greatest
needs whilst also doing our very best to balance the
books, just as the Premier, Ted Baillieu, acknowledged
of the former Premier, John Brumby, shortly after he
assumed the premiership. I commend the report to all
honourable members.

Auditor-General: Municipal Solid Waste
Management
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to make a few remarks on the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office audit of municipal solid waste
management, a report released on the findings of an
audit examining the effectiveness and efficiency of
waste management and resource recovery related to
Victoria’s Towards Zero Waste strategy. The report
reviews activities undertaken by the Department of
Sustainability and Environment, Sustainability Victoria,
the Environment Protection Authority and the
Metropolitan Waste Management Group, one regional
waste management group and four municipal councils.
It makes a number of recommendations in relation to
the municipal solid waste sector, which has obviously
been slow. Unfortunately waste generation continues to
exceed expectations and minimal improvement in
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reducing this rate of increase is envisaged over the
remainder of the life of the strategy. The report makes a
number of recommendations, which I am very pleased
to read have been well received and accepted by the
authorities, the agencies and the departments, which
can be seen in the letters appended at the end of the
report, including one from the Department of
Sustainability and Environment, which states:
I would like to thank you for undertaking the municipal solid
waste management audit.

It goes on to say:
I accept the recommendations in the report, and commit the
Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE) and
portfolio agencies to addressing the report’s findings …
Over the last six months DSE has been focusing on
strengthening portfolio collaboration between the department
and its agencies (Sustainability Victoria, the Environment
Protection Authority of Victoria (EPA), the Metropolitan
Waste Management Group (MWMG) and regional waste
management groups).
DSE commissioned a capacity and capability review of
MWMG in April 2011 to determine the core resources
required to deliver its statutory responsibilities.
…
Following direction from the minister, a review of
Sustainability Victoria commenced on 5 May, with a report
due to be completed on 31 August 2011.

It states that the recommendations are a useful input to
the review and that:
The EPA has completed a significant reform process and
DSE will continue to support EPA’s regulatory functions and
continued improvement.

It goes on to address the key issue of the report that:
Establishing clear roles and responsibilities for portfolio
agencies and delivering waste policy is a clear priority for the
department.

It concludes by saying:
I would like to reiterate that my department, and portfolio
agencies, are committed to improvement in the delivery of
efficient and effective waste management policy, programs
and regulation.

The letter is signed by Greg Wilson, who is the
secretary of the department. Other agencies have also
responded.
The management of waste is a very important and
challenging issue, and it is certainly one that is very
relevant and important to the wellbeing of South
Eastern Metropolitan Region, which is home to a
number of tips, many of which impact on the amenity
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of local residents. Unfortunately in many instances that
amenity is impacted by pits which have only old
technology; it is certainly not the sort of technology that
is required now. The heavy rainfall, the growth in
foliage and the amount of green waste in particular that
is being generated and its eventual decomposition —
and of course in many instances the blockages arising
from heavy rainfall affect the systems which deal with
gas extraction and so forth — have contributed to some
very significant issues.
I would like to use this opportunity to commend the
head of the Environment Protection Authority,
Mr Merritt, who I think has made some significant
inroads in addressing some of the dysfunctions of the
EPA that were exposed under the former government
as perhaps one of the least effective agencies that had
been audited by the Auditor-General insofar as it had
nine different and fragmented databases and lacked a
capacity to identify permits, let alone enforce, them or
their conditions. We need sites for dealing with
municipal waste and other waste, but what we also need
is agencies that take their responsibilities seriously and
that enforce the permit conditions to protect the amenity
of residents.

Auditor-General: Allocation of Electronic
Gaming Machine Entitlements
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — In referring
to the Auditor-General’s report on the allocation of
electronic gaming machine entitlements, I think it is
appropriate to pay due credit to some members of the
then opposition, now government, and the role they
played in framing the legislative and regulatory
framework that was in place at the time of the
electronic gaming machine (EGM) auction in Victoria.
Mr Michael O’Brien, then the shadow Minister for
Gaming, issued a press release on 5 June 2009, which,
if I recall correctly, was the day the legislation passed in
this place to establish the rules for the gaming auction.
It was headed ‘Coalition delivers lifeline for
community clubs on gaming’, and it states:
The Brumby government has been forced to back down on its
gaming legislation which would have seen many community
clubs driven to the wall.
Under amendments secured by the Victorian
Liberal-Nationals coalition, clubs will be offered the
opportunity to purchase 100 per cent of their existing gaming
machine entitlements (up to a maximum of 40 machines) …

Mr O’Brien is quoted as saying:
Under the amendments demanded by the coalition, all clubs
across Victoria will have the opportunity to secure some or all
of their current gaming machines at a known price, which will
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give community clubs the certainty and confidence they need
to plan for the future …

He goes on further to say:
The future of many community clubs … is now brighter
thanks to these amendments …

On the same day Mr Delahunty, The Nationals member
for Lowan in the Assembly, was similarly excited about
the amendments that had been negotiated through this
place. He said the deal was a great outcome for clubs
and had been achieved as a result of an extensive
lobbying campaign by Clubs Victoria and
Liberal-Nationals coalition MPs. Clubs Victoria ran a
most effective and very vigorous campaign around how
their members hoped this process would be shaped.
On 11 November 2009 there was again a great deal of
legislation governing these matters debated in
Parliament. In the Assembly Mr O’Brien, in providing
a bit of history, spoke about the pre-auction offer of
gaming machine entitlements and again gave credit to
the actions of the then opposition parties in the
Parliament, particularly in the Legislative Council. In
his contribution to the debate on the Gambling
Regulation Amendment (Racing Club Venue Operator
Licences) Bill 2009, Mr O’Brien said:
It seemed to us on this side of the house to be too great an
imposition on many small clubs to force them to go to an
auction process, particularly those clubs that are located in
areas where there are caps on the number of gaming
machines.

There were a great many different requirements in
place at the time of the auction. In fact in the
Auditor-General’s report one of the major reasons
given for the difference in the price paid for
entitlements and their estimated fair market value
referring to the first dot point on page xii of the audit
summary section of the report was:
the prior allocation of entitlements to clubs through PACO
and the regulatory restrictions on the industry reduced
demand for the entitlements at auction …

The extent of the pre-auction process was significant.
Of the 247 club venue operators that were eligible,
236 — or 96 per cent — took up the offer, buying
63 per cent of the 13 750 entitlements available to
clubs. There are many other elements to the regulatory
framework referred to in the Auditor-General’s report,
including a maximum number of EGMs permitted in
pubs and clubs, a 50-50 rule splitting those entitlements
between clubs and pubs, an 80-20 rule that determined
caps on regional areas as distinct from metropolitan
areas, the density of EGMs per head of population and
a maximum number that a licensed club venue operator
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can hold. There were a great deal of rules governing the
auction process.
The Auditor-General’s report also indicates that the
Department of Treasury and Finance carried out
economic modelling over the period from December
2007 to May 2009. That modelling produced a range
from $504 million at the low end to $4.2 billion at the
high end, but the report says that the most detailed
estimate was a figure of $964 million in 2008. I think
credit needs to be given to all those who participated in
framing the regulations.
On a final note I draw to members’ attention a
wonderful article published in the Wimmera
Mail-Times about a number of community grants.
These are the kinds of grants that people are so keen to
see continue, and they include some $80 000 in
sponsorship from the Horsham Sports and Community
Club to 66 clubs in Mr Delahunty’s electorate.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Office of Police Integrity: investigative process
following death associated with police contact
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
would like to make some remarks on the Review of the
Investigative Process Following a Death Associated
with Police Contact, which was released by the Office
of Police Integrity (OPI) in June. The director of the
Office of Police Integrity said in his overview of the
report that the review was undertaken in the context of
the death of Tyler Cassidy, who was fatally shot by
police on 11 December 2008, noting:
Following Tyler’s death, concerns were raised by the Cassidy
family and community legal groups about the involvement of
Victoria Police in the coronial investigation. In particular it
was argued that Victoria Police had a conflict of interest in
conducting the investigation, as there was a prima facie
breach of the right to life obligations imposed on the state by
the Victorian Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006.

I welcome this report, even though its findings are
rather modest, because it is the first formal report I have
seen in here that addresses the need to look at how
deaths associated with police contact are handled in the
state of Victoria. I commend the report to members to
read because it goes through all the issues involved. It
describes the methodology that the OPI went through in
terms of consultation with a wide range of stakeholders,
as you might call them. The OPI makes four
recommendations, including:
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1.

That the Victorian government acknowledges a death
associated with police contact is a unique incident that
requires a special response by the state.

2.

That relevant Victorian government departments adopt
the working definition of ‘death associated with police
contact’ set out in this report to assist with the
identification of deaths associated with police contact
that require a special response by the state.

3.

That the Victorian government consults with key
stakeholders regarding an optimal legislative framework
for the investigation and oversight of deaths associated
with police contact in Victoria.

4

That the state coroner, the Department of Justice and
Victoria Police have regard to the improvements to
current processes suggested in this report.

The major finding of the report is that as a result of the
review Victoria Police has adopted, according to the
OPI, a more consistent procedure for the investigation
of deaths associated with police contact. The OPI has
also established clear policies and procedures that
enable, where appropriate and necessary, consistent and
active independent oversight. The OPI director says in
the executive summary that there is still more to be
done and makes the comment that the ongoing
cooperation of everyone is critical to the successful
implementation of the recommendations of the report.
The fourth recommendation that the government needs
to look at, establishing an independent process, is most
important. In particular the OPI raised the issue of
media statements made by some police shortly
following a death associated with police contact that
undermine public confidence in the integrity of the
investigation that had only just commenced. Since this
report was released there have been three shootings by
police, and in every one of those cases I have heard a
member of the police media unit or a senior police
officer make comments to the media about the
particular incident to the effect that the officers
involved acted in a proper way. I think the OPI is
making it very clear in this report that that should not be
done and that it should be left up to the investigation to
work out whether officers acted in an appropriate way
or not.
One of the other concerns that is raised in this report is
the treatment of next of kin, the family of people who
die as a result of police contact. From my time spent
trying to help the family of Tyler Cassidy, including his
mother, Shani, his stepfather, Greg, his brother, Blake,
and their extended family and friends through the
trauma that they have been involved in, I know that is a
very important issue that needs to be addressed and has
not been fully addressed up until now.
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It was just over a year ago, on 28 July last year, that I
moved a motion in the Parliament that the government
set up an independent body to investigate deaths
associated with police contact. It is good that the OPI
has released this report recommending the same thing,
and I hope the government will act on it.

Auditor-General: Allocation of Electronic
Gaming Machine Entitlements
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I stand here in
response to the Auditor-General’s report on the
allocation of electronic gaming machine entitlements. I
do so not on the basis that I have any great love of
gaming machines but to highlight another glaring
example of mismanagement, poor governance and
waste by the former Brumby government, including a
$3 billion loss to the taxpayer and to my electorate of
Western Victoria Region. What we could have done
with $3 billion to upgrade roads, rail and the school
buildings neglected over 11 years! I could go on and
on. I waded through the Auditor-General’s report this
morning. I was well aware of many failures of the
previous government, and I would like to quickly
identify a few.
On page xiv of the audit summary the report says:
More revenue could have been raised at auction had it been
allowed to continue …

On page xv it is stated that there were shortcomings in
information provided to the industry to prepare for the
allocation process; on page xvi, that specialist advice
was problematic and on page xviii that:
There was insufficient control over the project costs.

Page 27 of the report states there was insufficient
competition on page 55, that the steering committee
‘did not have a sufficiently broad range of expertise’
and that ‘there was insufficient oversight of costs’.
On page viii of the audit summary the report states:
… the project failed to achieve a satisfactory financial
outcome and there were serious shortcomings in the project
management.
The revenue obtained from the sale of the entitlements was
around $3 billion less than the assessed fair market value of
these assets … Large venue operators, rather than the
community, are the beneficiaries of this windfall gain.

The audit summary goes on at page ix to state:
DPC and DTF appropriately raised concerns on the merits of
proceeding with the auction with their respective ministers.
However, no formal review was undertaken.
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On page 27 the report says:
The basis of the reserve price was not robust. The low reserve
combined with low demand at auction meant that the
entitlements were, on the whole, sold for prices that were
unrepresentative of the return that could be generated by
venue operators over the 10-year life of the entitlements.

On page 32 the report goes on:
DTF recommended to government that, if clubs were
allocated entitlements outside the auction process, the
decision to auction the remaining entitlements should be
reconsidered because this was likely to adversely affect the
ability of the allocation to capture supernormal profits. No
review was undertaken.

On page 40:
… the auction did not provide value for money for taxpayers.

And page 43:
More revenue could have been raised from the allocation.

I could go on and on, but I would rather not. I went
back to see who was responsible for this mess. Surprise,
surprise! Who was on the cabinet’s gaming review
committee? They were former Premier John Brumby;
former Treasurer John Lenders; former ministers for
gaming Tony Robinson and Daniel Andrews, the
current Leader of the Opposition; Rob Hulls, the
member for Niddrie in the Assembly and former
Minister for Racing; and Peter Batchelor, former
Minister for Community Development. Why would I
be surprised?
This brings me back to Mr Lenders. This morning he
read us almost full chapter and verse from the Weekly
Times, just as if he were reading his children a
goodnight story. He did the same as one would do if
one were a parent reading to children; he sent us to
sleep. What Mr Lenders did not do was provide any
real substance in that hour-long monologue this
morning. What he did was refer to my management of
the Victorian Farmers Federation. What he did not refer
to was his mismanagement as former Minister for
WorkCover and the TAC when he lost hundreds of
millions of dollars in the same circumstances as those
that saw the share market affect the Victorian Farmers
Federation at the time. It was just a cheap shot by
Mr Lenders.
What he also did not mention was anything about the
impact on regional Victoria of the carbon tax. He did
not talk about the hurt food producers will experience
as a result of this tax or about the reduction of over
25 per cent of profit that will affect farmers right across
regional Victoria. He did not talk about the processors
that will wear the cost. The carbon tax will impose a
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$30 million tax on our industry in rural Victoria. It will
cost the industry $5687 per dairy farm. It will impose a
cost of $30 000 on every single large-scale,
non-irrigator farmer in regional Victoria.
This is a disgrace. It is a disgrace that John Lenders did
not mention that when he was talking about the
so-called support the previous government gave
regional Victoria. I can say to Mr Lenders that he
missed out the most important things this morning
when he bored us ad nauseam by reading the Weekly
Times word for word. He obviously cannot think for
himself. The carbon tax will be the killer of regional
Victoria.

Auditor-General: Allocation of Electronic
Gaming Machine Entitlements
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to join my colleagues Mr Ondarchie and
Mr Ramsay in speaking on the Victorian
Auditor-General’s performance audit on the allocation
of electronic gaming machines (EGMs) under the
previous Labor government, which found the process
fell short of the potential value of the licences by
$3 billion. The results of this audit have left me
wondering if the former government was serious about
anything it put its hand to. Since coming to office the
coalition has been uncovering budget black holes in
almost every project undertaken by those opposite. The
West Gate Bridge project, regional rail, the desalination
plant, the Royal Children’s Hospital redevelopment, the
Olivia Newton-John Cancer and Wellness Centre and
the absence of Christmas holiday pay for doctors and
nurses are a few of the examples that come to mind.
What we have with this report is proof not just of a
black hole but of a singularity the size of which many
future projects cannot escape. The money needed to
fund these projects no longer exists. It has been
consumed by the universe, never to see the light of day
again. This is $3 billion which cannot now be allocated
to health, education, public transport, roads, the arts,
reducing taxes, assisting businesses or initiatives to
reduce the road toll. After 11 years of mismanagement
this is the Labor Party’s parting gift — $3 billion of
undervalued gaming machine licences. This is a bigger
financial hit to Victoria than a combination of the
Victorian Economic Development Corporation, the sale
of the State Bank of Victoria and the Tricontinental
disasters of the Cain and Kirner governments.
The Auditor-General’s report clearly states in the first
paragraph of its conclusion:
The allocation of the EGM entitlements was achieved within
very tight time lines. However, the project failed to achieve a
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satisfactory financial outcome and there were serious
shortcomings in the project management.

Right about now members might think that there are
some poor backbenchers or a former parliamentary
secretary who will be sweating about such a comment
on a project they were given to guide through to
completion. However, on inspection we find that it was
the cabinet ministers of the former government who
were entrusted with the stewardship of the allocation of
these lucrative licences. In fact right at the top, Premier
John Brumby was chair of the gaming review
committee of cabinet. Members might recognise some
of the other names on the list as well. The leader of the
Labor Party in this house, the former Treasurer, John
Lenders, also makes an appearance. In a press release
dated 20 May last year Mr Lenders said:
The opposition’s complaints that this government raised less
than we expected from the auction are untrue.

The Auditor-General begs to differ. The report states:
The revenue obtained from the sale of the entitlements was
around $3 billion less than the assessed fair market value of
these assets … Large venue operators, rather than the
community, are the beneficiaries of this windfall gain.

The decision to establish the gaming licences review
was taken in 2007 by Daniel Andrews, who was the
gaming minister at the time. The man with the plan
who started this botched process has conspicuously
been elevated to the position of Leader of the
Opposition in the Assembly, although some members
in this chamber might consider that being placed in
such a position is just punishment. Rob Hulls makes up
the trifecta of those from Labor’s current leadership
team who were there when the process was devised and
approved as an adequate way of selling important state
assets.
The execution of the auction leaves much to be desired,
and the Real Estate Institute of Victoria would cringe if
one of its members were to run a clandestine operation
such as the one inflicted with the attempt to sell
Victoria’s electronic gaming machine licences. In April
and May 2010 the reserve price for the club and hotel
entitlements was set at $5500, based on the lowest price
for a club entitlement paid at the pre-auction club offer.
The auction used a uniform pricing model, which
meant that the total value of the bids reached
$835 million.
The PRESIDENT — Time!
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Auditor-General: Facilitating Renewable
Energy Development
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I would like to
make some comments this evening on the
Auditor-General’s report entitled Facilitating
Renewable Energy Development. Although it is stated
on the notice paper that it was tabled in June, it was
actually tabled in April. The importance of this report is
that it highlights the failure of the previous
government’s strategy in relation to increasing
investment in renewable energy, which was predicted
by the then opposition at the time that the policy
initiatives were rolled out. As I recall, there was some
debate in relation to the Victorian renewable energy
target on the point that there would be a transfer
payment from consumers to wind farm developers, in
the main, of the order of $2.5 billion. The opposition
was criticised for opposing that legislation at that time.
The emus have come home to roost, because clearly the
Auditor-General has a view that the previous
government’s renewable energy policies essentially
have been poorly implemented and have failed.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — Solar and the renewable energy
target as well. The Auditor-General is a little more
generous about solar. Around 3.9 per cent of electricity
generation comes from renewable resources, including
wind, biomass, hydro and solar. I am interested in the
conclusion of this report, which states:
Neither the setting of the renewable energy targets, nor the
establishment of investment incentives, has delivered
expected results. The volume of renewable energy presently
generated falls well short of expectations and growth in the
state’s capacity to generate renewable energy is not on track
to meet future targets.

The Auditor-General goes on to compare these
strategies to the then government’s failure in terms of
implementing the rollout of smart meters, which he
addressed in a November 2009 report. In making
comments on this, the Auditor-General highlights the
incapacity of the then government to implement the
commitments it made. What he does highlight is that
there was not much of a strategy in place to conduct a
targeted approach to ensuring that benchmarks were
achieved.
In his presentation to members of Parliament when this
report was tabled the Auditor-General highlighted a
number of aspects in particular that were in his
conclusion. He said that the renewable energy research
and development projects have been well managed —
tick 1; the volume of renewable energy currently
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generated falls well short of expectations and is not on
track to deliver future targets; and the achievement of
targets has been undermined by poor planning. When
you are dealing with public policy that has such a
profound impact on the economy of the state and
therefore the individual cost to taxpayers, it is important
that there be a higher degree of investment in
implementation.
I am disappointed that the opposition of the day should
have been proven correct, but I guess that is why we are
now the government and the former government is now
the opposition.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr P. DAVIS — There is some noise pollution on
my right in the chamber, but unfortunately I cannot
pick up the interjections. I cannot hear what they are —
it is a constant babble. I will just ignore them.
The findings of the Auditor-General included that there
was no clear plan on how to increase renewable energy
consumption and, with the exception of solar energy,
Victoria has no renewable energy targets.
The PRESIDENT — Time!

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Firewood: collection permits
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the Leader of the Government for giving me this
opportunity under the bright light of scrutiny to raise a
matter for the Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business, Louise Asher. The matter I raise is in
relation to conditions being put on small businesses,
particularly in East Gippsland, by the potential
implementation of a policy of the new government that
has been announced. In the chamber last night I
referred to Ms Lovell’s press release of 3 November
which was about the coalition’s plan to abolish
firewood permits. I raised this last night as an issue for
the Minister for Environment and Climate Change
regarding the provision of free firewood to people who
could not access natural gas — something that
Ms Lovell said would happen if the coalition was
elected. That has not been delivered.
The matter I raise tonight is in relation to the same press
release, but I raise the matter with a different minister,
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the Minister for Innovation, Services and Small
Business, because of the consequences of Ms Lovell’s
promise, which was made in a Liberal-Nationals
coalition press release of 3 November entitled
‘Coalition to abolish firewood permits’. That is the
policy. If the coalition wishes to do that, it can, because
this is a democracy and it should deliver on its promise.
It is not just the issue I raised last night for the attention
of the Minister for Environment and Climate Change
that causes complexity in terms of this ill-thought-out
policy. It also has extraordinary implications for small
businesses across regional Victoria — for example, if a
person wishes to buy a firewood permit for $10, there is
a commission that is paid to the business. That
commission is usually of the order of 1 per cent to 2 per
cent of the cost of that permit. That can come to
thousands of dollars a year for a small business in
regional Victoria. Business and store owners tell me
that on average a customer coming in to buy a permit
will buy between $5 and $10 worth of goods at that
store or business. If you have a business that sells
firewood permits, you get a commission from selling
the permits, and in addition you get a customer flow
that comes into your business because of the permits
being sold.
The matter I raise for the attention of the Minister for
Innovation, Services and Small Business is about the
government’s response to small businesses if
Ms Lovell’s election commitment to abolish firewood
permits in regional Victoria in areas where there is no
natural gas is delivered.
Mr P. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Philip Davis gets excited
about free firewood, so I am not surprised that he is
excited about this. But Mr Philip Davis would
understand that in every small town in his electorate of
Eastern Victoria Region where firewood permits are
sold the business gets a commission of 1 to 2 per cent.
Every customer who comes into a store to buy a permit
buys $5 to $10 worth of goods. The man who cries
about the carbon tax is now saying to small businesses
that not $50, $100 or $200 — —
The PRESIDENT — Time!

Carbon tax: health sector
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Health, who is also the Minister for Ageing. It
concerns the impact of the proposed commonwealth
carbon tax on state public hospitals within my
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electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region, in
particular the Austin Hospital, which is part of Austin
Health, and the Northern Hospital, which is part of
Northern Health. My information suggests that direct
energy cost increases in relation to electricity and gas
will be substantial — it will be at least $1 220 967
annually at the Austin Hospital and $242 513 at the
Northern Hospital. These are just the direct costs; there
will be additional costs because of increased costs of
goods and services supplied to the Austin Hospital.
This will likely increase pressure on the Austin
Hospital, result in fewer services and directly impact on
waiting times on waiting lists, which will clearly
disadvantage my constituents.
Can the minister inform me of the number of cases that
will be cancelled due to the impact of the
commonwealth government’s carbon tax on the Austin
Hospital? I seek his action in advocating for
compensation for the Austin Hospital from the
commonwealth government.

Disability services: national insurance scheme
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — Recently the
Australian Productivity Commission completed its
inquiry into a long-term disability care and support
scheme and presented its report to the Australian
government. More than 1000 individuals and
organisations made submissions to the inquiry,
including many Victorians, and I congratulate them on
their hard work.
The Gillard Labor government asked the Productivity
Commission to examine the options for reform of
disability support services, because Labor believes that
the system we have today is not delivering the kind of
care and support Australians expect for people with a
disability. In particular, the care and support available
to people who are born with a disability and have not
acquired a disability at work or from a motor vehicle
accident is a long way short of what we would all want
for ourselves and our loved ones.
Care and support should be based on people’s needs
and not be a lottery of the kind of disability they have,
how they acquired it or where they live. For these
reasons I welcome the response of the Gillard
government to the Productivity Commission’s report.
In its response the Gillard government announced it
will start work immediately with states and territories
on measures that will build the foundations for a
national disability insurance scheme to provide care and
support to more than 400 000 people with significant
disabilities. The government has said it supports the
Productivity Commission’s vision for a system that
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provides individuals with the support they need over
the course of their lifetime and that it wants a reform of
disability services that is financially sustainable.
The action I seek from the Premier is that he take up
this opportunity on behalf of all Victorians who have a
disability and all Victorians who may acquire a
disability in the future so they can have the care and
support they need. I ask the Premier not to be sidelined
by those who would subvert this opportunity in order to
score short-term political points in relation to arguing
for the rights of states instead of the rights and lifelong
support needs of people with disabilities. A national
disability insurance scheme is an idea whose time has
come, and it most certainly deserves bipartisan support.
Finally, on a personal note, I wish to acknowledge the
contributions to the development of a national disability
insurance scheme by John Della Bosca, national
campaign director for Every Australian Counts, and
Rhonda Galbally, chair of the National People with
Disabilities and Carers Council and a lifetime activist
for people with disabilities, as well as everyone who
contributed to the Productivity Commission’s report.
This reform of disability services is going to require
years of work, and it will require investment from all
levels of government.

Carbon tax: health sector
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Health. I am very concerned about the
impact the commonwealth government’s proposed
carbon tax may have on hospitals in my electorate of
Eastern Victoria Region. In particular I bring to the
minister’s attention the Latrobe Regional Hospital,
which is part of the Latrobe health service. I understand
that the anticipated costs of the carbon tax could be in
the order of $176 000 in increased utility charges. I am
very concerned about the impact of this cost on the
delivery of front-line services by that health service.
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Victorian-produced blue material used by Australian
manufacturers for the production of Victoria Police
shirts. For some incomprehensible reason this
Victorian-manufactured fabric, although paid for by the
Victorian government and costing the Victorian
taxpayer thousands of dollars, was dumped by the
government, and instead the government will now fully
import police shirts from China. Furthermore this
contract was awarded without a tender process. Given
that the Victorian-manufactured fabric is sitting in a
warehouse somewhere, this is a shocking waste,
particularly as the Baillieu-Ryan government has
decided to dump it and fully import the shirts from
China.
Our police uniforms are iconic. The Baillieu
government is sending a terrible message that it is
content to see Victorian jobs being exported to China.
This short-sighted decision means that there is now a
dagger hanging over the Victorian textile industry and
its future. This is not about global competition; it is
about whether the Baillieu-Ryan government sees a
future for Victorian manufacturing.
Given the potentially serious ramifications for the
textile industry of the decision by the government to
fully import police shirts from China and given that no
tender process was engaged in by the government in the
procurement of Chinese-made police shirts, I request
that the Treasurer launch an inquiry into the
decision-making processes which led to this curious
decision.

Coal seam gas: exploration licences

Government: procurement policy

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I wish to raise
a matter with the Minister for Energy and Resources,
Michael O’Brien. Across western Victoria not only are
communities having to deal with the plethora of wind
farm planning permits issued by the previous
government without thought or respect for the rights of
individuals, which has successfully pitted land-holder
against land-holder, we now find that the failed energy
policies of the Green Gillard government, rather than
the Brown one, have prompted a plethora of mining
companies to apply for exploration licences, mainly to
capture clean gas to export to China and India, leaving
us to pick up the carbon tax costs domestically while
losing our food-producing land, without land-holders’
rights, obligations and consultation with mining
companies being fully acknowledged.

Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I raise a matter for the attention of the Treasurer
concerning the wasteful and costly dumping of
thousands of metres of Victorian taxpayer owned and

Mantle Mining, with an application for an exploratory
licence on 500 square kilometres for coal mining, took
on a small community at Deans Marsh, near where I
live, and such was the concern, passion and opposition

I ask the minister whether he can provide me with
advice as to exactly what the impact may be on the
delivery of front-line services by this excellent service.
If the carbon tax proceeds and becomes law, I also ask
that he vigorously advocate for appropriate
compensation from the Gillard-Brown government.
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to the application that the board of Mantle Mining, out
of respect to that community, withdrew its application.
But other applications for coal seam gas exploration in
the Colac area have only just been uncovered.
Mecrus has made five applications for exploration for
mineral extraction covering 480 square kilometres in
my electorate, and it has recently withdrawn its
application for coal mining only. On 16 December
2010 ECI International was also granted an exploratory
licence which covers the shire of Colac Otway, but little
is known of its activities or planned activities. I am not
suggesting that we should stop coal or coal seam gas
exploration or mining, but with the Otway Basin, which
runs from Melbourne to the South Australian border
and which has an estimated 15.5 billion tonnes of
in-situ brown coal, most of which is in the Parwan
sub-basin, the western Victoria region will be seen as a
valuable source of minerals ready for extraction. My
plea to the minister and this government is that we have
open and clear land access agreements that ensure that
land-holders are aware of their rights and have greater
negotiation power when faced with mining companies
seeking exploration and mining licences.
I refer the house to an agreement reached between the
Minerals Council of Australia and me as former
president of the Victorian Farmers Federation which
identifies the law which extends the rights of protection
to private land-holders below the area of ownership
down to a depth of 100 metres. Mining companies have
an obligation to agreed compensation before the miner
can commence operations, and this is the area of
support to land-holders that is required, regardless of
the law of the right to mine.
In closing, the larger picture is the moral policy of
having land use change from traditional food
production to mining and the long-term impacts on
regional communities, with which all governments will
have to grapple.

Public transport: Armstrong Creek
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Public Transport, and it is in relation to public transport
availability in Geelong’s new suburb, Armstrong
Creek. At the beginning of August current and potential
landowners in Armstrong Creek were informed by the
member for South Barwon in the Assembly, Andrew
Katos, that they will not have access to bus services
when they move into their homes. Mr Katos indicated
that bus services would be made available after the first
stage of development has been completed. I simply do
not think this is good enough.
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Appropriate public transport connections must be
available right from the beginning to foster sustainable
living at Armstrong Creek and to ensure connectivity.
To do otherwise is to deny the community the ability to
form habits and routines that are in keeping with
sustainable living in Armstrong Creek and to
undermine the very essence of why we created
Armstrong Creek in the first place. With no access to
bus services, families in Armstrong Creek will be fully
reliant on their cars for travel to work and school. This
means mums and dads must drive their children to and
from school each day as well as having to drive to their
workplaces and find parking spaces there. For those
residents commuting to Melbourne by train, the lack of
bus services means they must drive to Marshall, South
Geelong or the Geelong main station to park at one of
the stations, which have limited spaces.
Armstrong Creek has been designed as a sustainable
development, yet there is nothing sustainable about the
decision to deny its residents access to public transport.
I want to bring to the minister’s attention a report by
Sustainability Victoria called A Compelling Business
Case for Sustainable Development, which, under the
heading ‘Public transport initiatives to create a greener,
healthier lifestyle’, states:
A key objective for the Armstrong Creek development is to
maximise the use of —

public —
… transport by providing good public transport options …

It also states:
In order to achieve the accelerated rate for land sales and
house construction and settlement, it is essential that an
effective public transport service be available from the
commencement of the development.

I ask the minister to read this report and provide all the
residents of Armstrong Creek, from the very first
resident who moves in to the very last, access to a bus
service and to other forms of public transport.

Carbon tax: health sector
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Health, and it
concerns a significant impost arising in relation to one
of my local hospitals. Regrettably we know that as a
result of federal government initiatives the
Greens-Labor Marxist government in Canberra, which
wants to redistribute all the wealth in this country, is
introducing a carbon tax, which will have a profound
effect on all Victorians. That effect in my electorate of
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Eastern Victoria Region will be significant in terms of
the delivery of services at public hospitals.
A calculation that has been made in relation to the
Central Gippsland Health Service, in particular the Sale
hospital campus of that health service, shows that there
will be a direct cost in increased electricity and gas
prices that will draw an additional $135 770 from that
budget annually. I know that the hospital budget is
operating in deficit already and that there are challenges
for the board of the hospital or health service in trying
to make ends meet.
Unfortunately these direct costs will mean that there
will be a reduction in services. I would be interested to
know exactly what impact that will have in terms of
waiting times and waiting lists which will disadvantage
my constituents. I would be grateful if the Minister for
Health could advise me of the number of cases that will
be cancelled due to the impact of the federal
government’s carbon tax, and I am interested to know
what the minister will do in relation to making
representations to the commonwealth on behalf of the
Sale hospital.

My Future My Choice: funding
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Community
Services, and it relates to a program called My Future
My Choice. This program has been very successful in
moving young individuals with disabilities such as
brain impairments from aged-care facilities into
purpose-built facilities. I have received correspondence
from constituents who have been critical of or
concerned about the government’s decision not to
continue to fund this program. I will briefly refer to
extracts from those two letters. I have not asked
whether I can identify the authors so I will not do so,
but I will read from the letters briefly. The first one
says:
In the short time this initiative has been running, many young
people requiring full-time care have been brought out of
aged-care facilities and placed in purpose-built residences.

It goes on to say:
Many hopes have been built up as the program gained
momentum. Now those hopes have been dashed. We cannot
understand why the government has been so cruel to have
taken this action. It angers us. Has the government no heart or
compassion?
We implore you to ask the government to reconsider this
funding cut, and quickly.

The second letter is in much the same vein, and I quote:
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To our dismay, we recently learnt that the program has been
discontinued.
It is often said that a community is judged by the way it treats
those most in need. I ask that the discontinuation of the My
Future My Choice program be reconsidered.
Most of us are so fortunate and I am so saddened by this
decision. I know the constraints of budgeting but this does not
seem to me an area where cuts should be made. I can only try
to imagine how the families who could see a glimmer of hope
must feel.
Again, I respectfully ask that the government reconsider this
program.

My request to the minister is that she do as these two
constituents have so eloquently asked — that is,
reconsider the funding to this program, which has
obviously made a significant difference to some of the
most vulnerable in our community.

Carbon tax: health sector
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Health and Minister for Ageing. It
concerns the not-inconsiderable impact of the proposed
Gillard-Brown carbon tax on state public hospitals in
my electorate of Western Metropolitan Region. In
particular I refer to the Footscray and Sunshine
hospitals, both part of Western Health. It has to be said
that after 11 years of neglect by Labor they need every
cent — every dollar, in fact — that they can get. They
certainly do not need Canberra stealing precious funds
from their coffers.
The information I have suggests that direct energy cost
increases for gas and electricity alone will be
substantial — at least $330 803 at Footscray and
$321 781 at Sunshine — and that will be on an annual
basis. These are just the direct costs. There will be
additional costs faced as a result of increases in the
costs of goods and services supplied to Western Health.
That cannot be good for Western Health, and it cannot
be good for people in the west of Melbourne. There will
be increased pressure on Western Health that will result
in fewer services, and it will impact directly on waiting
times and waiting lists, clearly disadvantaging my
constituents in the west of Melbourne.
I ask the minister to inform me of the number of cases
that will have to be cancelled due to the impact of the
commonwealth government’s carbon tax on Western
Health. I seek the minister’s action in urgently
advocating for compensation for Western Health from
the commonwealth government. As things stand at the
moment, the people of the west will continue to suffer
and will suffer more as a result of this particular tax.

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 17 August 2011

COUNCIL

Increased health costs will merely add to the misery of
the people of Melbourne’s west as a result of this great
big tax on everything that will achieve precisely
nothing for the environment.

Carbon tax: health sector
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My adjournment
matter is also for the attention of my colleague the
Minister for Health and Minister for Ageing, the
Honourable David Davis. It concerns the impact of the
proposed commonwealth carbon tax on state public
hospitals within my electorate of Western Victoria
Region. In particular, on behalf of the Geelong
community I remain concerned about Geelong
Hospital, which is part of Barwon Health. My
information suggests the direct energy cost increases
for gas and electricity alone will be substantial —
something in the order of $541 855 annually — and
that is just the initial suggestion. Where will this go
over time? That is anyone’s guess, but we know it will
be on an upward trajectory. These are just the direct
costs; there will be additional increases in the cost of
goods and services supplied to the Geelong Hospital
and Barwon Health.
This will likely increase pressure on Geelong Hospital
and result in fewer services being delivered, which will
impact directly on waiting times and waiting lists,
clearly disadvantaging my constituents in Geelong.
Will the minister inform me of the number of cases that
will be cancelled due to the direct impact of the
commonwealth’s carbon tax on Geelong Hospital? I
seek the minister’s action in advocating for
compensation for Geelong Hospital from the federal
Gillard-Brown coalition government. There is little
doubt that this tax will haunt my electorate, like it will
haunt electorates statewide, when it is introduced.

Carbon tax: health sector
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is also for the attention of the
Minister for Health, Mr David Davis. Like my
colleagues in the chamber, I am concerned about the
impact of the commonwealth’s proposed carbon tax on
a number of state public hospitals within my electorate
of Southern Metropolitan Region. I draw his attention
to Monash Medical Centre, Clayton, which is part of
Southern Health and which services a number of my
constituents in Southern Metropolitan Region.
My information suggests that the hospital’s direct
energy cost increases for gas and electricity will be
substantial, at least $660 000 each and every year.
These are just the direct costs; as other members have
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already highlighted, there will be additional costs
through increases in the cost of goods and services
supplied to the Monash hospital. This will likely
increase pressure on Monash Medical Centre and result
in fewer services, which will impact directly on waiting
times and waiting lists, clearly disadvantaging many of
my constituents in Southern Metropolitan Region and
indeed many Victorians who seek to use the services of
Monash Medical Centre. I am only too well aware of
the challenges and constraints that many public
hospitals already face on a daily basis — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Leane is not in his
place, and conversation across the chamber is simply
not on. The member to continue without assistance.
Ms CROZIER — I ask the minister if he could
inform me of the number of cases that will be cancelled
due to the impact of the commonwealth’s carbon tax on
Monash Medical Centre? In addition I seek the
minister’s action in advocating for compensation for
Monash Medical Centre from the commonwealth
government.

Carbon tax: health sector
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I notice
that here in the chamber tonight are several members
representing Southern Metropolitan Region. My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health, who
is also a member for Southern Metropolitan Region. In
fact the only member for Southern Metropolitan Region
who is not here is the Greens representative. I have to
say that she, like the rest of us, is listening to our
community and knows the huge angst and anguish of
people in our electorate who are so concerned about the
carbon tax. It is on everybody’s lips as you go out there
and speak to them. They are really concerned about it at
every level. People in Southern Metropolitan Region
are concerned about the impost the carbon tax will
place on every aspect of their lives. It is therefore of
great concern to hear that the impact — —
Mr Leane interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Leane is
geographically challenged; he is not in his seat. I ask
him to desist from interjecting.
Mrs COOTE — It is therefore a particular concern
when people look at the Alfred hospital and the
ramifications for it of the carbon tax. There will be a
huge increase in costs; in fact it is estimated it will be at
least $715 958 annually. Just think of the constituents in
Southern Metropolitan Region and beyond who could

ADJOURNMENT
2516

COUNCIL

be helped through programs at the Alfred hospital if it
were not for the money that will be stripped from the
hospital by this iniquitous carbon tax. It will put huge
pressure on the Alfred hospital and result in far fewer
services being provided. The Alfred hospital is
renowned for the excellent services it provides.
I seek the minister’s action in advocating for
compensation for the Alfred hospital from the
commonwealth government and urge him to keep up
the excellent work he is doing on behalf of Victoria.

Responses
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
written responses to adjournment matters raised by
Mrs Petrovich on 24 May, Mr Lenders on 14 June and
Mr Elsbury on 16 June.
A series of matters have been raised tonight.
Mr Lenders raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Innovation, Services and Small Business
relating to small businesses in East Gippsland and
firewood permits. Given that he played a senior role in
a government that made it difficult for country people
to access firewood, I find it extraordinary that he has
raised that matter, but I will refer it for the attention of
my colleague.
Ms Broad raised a matter for the attention of the
Premier. It concerns long-term disability support
schemes and in particular the Productivity
Commission’s recent report. I am pleased to inform her
that the Premier, Ted Baillieu, took the lead at the
Council of Australian Governments meeting in
February. I was at the meeting, so I can directly report
that he sought to put that matter on the agenda for the
COAG meeting that will occur this week. Our Premier
has taken the lead. There has been great cooperation
from Victoria concerning the long-term disability
arrangements. I know the Minister for Community
Services is also a strong advocate for a more
comprehensive approach that will provide better
support for people with long-term disabilities across a
range of situations.
The Productivity Commission report has been
welcomed, and I know the government is prepared to
work constructively with the commonwealth on these
matters. We have taken the lead on that. I compliment
the Premier and the Minister for Community Services
on their actions. I look forward to the bipartisan support
that in effect Ms Broad presaged by her adjournment
matter tonight. We look forward to undertaking work
with the commonwealth on the long-term disability
scheme. I make the point that it is a complex
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arrangement; there is no question of that, and I know
that the Premier and the Minister for Community
Services are very aware of those particular
complexities. I will pass the matter on to the Premier.
Mr Somyurek raised a matter for the Treasurer
concerning a particular contract for police shirts. He
made a number of comments. I will pass his inquiry on
to the Treasurer. However, I note that in terms of
protecting the manufacturing industry it might be much
more constructive for him to stand up and indicate his
concerns about the carbon tax and the impact it will
have on the manufacturing industry. He needs to be
prepared to be Victorian first and Labor second and
tackle his federal Labor colleagues, because they
appear not to be going to give the Victorian
manufacturing industry any compensation for the
impact of the carbon tax.
Mr Leane — On a point of order, President, my
understanding of the standing orders is that the
minister’s opportunity to provide a summary of the
adjournment debate is not an opportunity for him to
debate the responses.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I agree with Mr Leane
that the adjournment debate is not one which invites
ministers to debate matters, but it is an opportunity for
ministers, where they have an ability to do so, to
dispatch matters by providing the relevant information
to members. In that context what Mr Davis has said,
whilst it might have taken a tangent away from the
issue that Mr Somyurek specifically raised, is
nevertheless apposite to manufacturing as an issue.
Therefore Mr Davis is quite entitled to make that
comment. But clearly Mr Leane is right; if Mr Davis
were to continue debating the matter and developing
that theme, I would also share some of Mr Leane’s
concern.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I note that I was providing
some alternative avenues for the member in order to
assist manufacturing in Victoria. As I said, I will pass
that matter on.
Mr Ramsay raised a matter for the Minister for Energy
and Resources, Mr O’Brien, concerning wind farms
and matters surrounding exploration on farmland. I will
pass that matter on to the relevant minister.
Ms Tierney raised a matter about public transport at
Armstrong Creek. I am familiar with some of the
matters there. She indicated the advocacy of Mr Katos,
the member for South Barwon in the Assembly, for
public bus services and public transport in general in
the area. I know him to be a fierce advocate for his local

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 17 August 2011

COUNCIL

area, and I welcome his ongoing advocacy. I will pass
the matter of issues around sustainability on to the
Minister for Public Transport, Terry Mulder. I agree in
general with the points made about greater and more
sustainable access to public transport. I note that when
the former government was in power it did not provide
that transport into the region. Nonetheless, I will pass
this matter on to the Minister for Public Transport.
Mr Tee raised a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Community Services concerning a disability
program that has some considerable significance. I will
take on board the matters he has raised and raise them
with the relevant minister. I look forward to Mr Tee
providing the relevant correspondence, which I will
also bring to the attention of the minister.
A number of members raised matters with me
concerning the impact of the carbon tax. Mr Ondarchie
raised the matter of the Austin Hospital and Melbourne
Health, and there is no doubt that the carbon tax will
have a significant impact on those health services — for
example, at the Austin the impact will be of the order of
$1.228 million annually. At Northern Health, which he
also raised, the impact will be at least $242 000
annually.
The point that Mr Ondarchie made about the indirect
costs is also correct. The costs I listed are simply the
direct costs, and they will have a significant impact on
the hospital. In terms of patient services, I will come
back to him with particular figure work about the direct
impact of the tax. This will be a straight hit to the
bottom line. There is no question; it will impact directly
on patients and services in the northern suburbs of
Melbourne.
I note the matter raised for my attention by
Mr O’Donohue concerning the Latrobe Regional
Hospital, a very important health service which I visited
quite recently. It is a more modern building than some
of the other health services around the state. I make the
point that initial calculations show that $176 684 — —
Mr Finn — On a point of order, President, I note
that the minister is far from concluding his summation
of the adjournment matters this evening and surely
there are members of the opposition who raised matters
on the adjournment. But I note there are no opposition
members in the house to receive the words of wisdom
from the minister. I am not sure if that is appropriate or
indeed if that is covered by the standing orders, but it
seems to me that if we have a situation where there is
not even one member of the opposition in the house,
then that is surely in breach of the standards of this
place.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — On the point of order,
President, I am not sure there actually is a point of
order, but I think it is disrespectful for a political party
to vacate the chamber. I am not sure; it may be that
these issues around the carbon tax and their extreme
sensitivity — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The Leader of the
Government knows these matters are not to be debated.
A point of order must be a point of order in terms of the
proceedings of the Parliament; it is not an opportunity
to debate or to take a shot at someone. The fact is that
Mr Finn does not have a point of order. While members
might form views about the courtesy shown to the
house by all members of the opposition being absent at
this time, under standing orders there is no requirement
for members of the opposition to attend the Parliament.
It is always incumbent upon the government to form a
quorum in the house, and we are thankful when the
opposition contributes to the quorum but it is not
actually required to do so. In terms of words of
wisdom, I think it is always a matter of one’s personal
perspective. The adjournment matters raised by
members of the opposition have all been acquitted by
the Leader of the Government, which is probably why
they have trotted off to prepare themselves for
committee meetings later this evening.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I reinforce Mr Finn’s point
that it is unusual for the opposition to flee the chamber.
I am not sure whether its members are especially
sensitive about the matters around the carbon tax and its
impact on public hospitals.
Mr O’Donohue raised the matter of the Latrobe
Regional Health Service and the direct impacts — and
there will be further impacts beyond the direct impacts
he mentioned — on waiting times and waiting lists, and
I will come back to him with some estimates on the
impact there. I also note his request that I advocate to
the commonwealth government, and I will certainly do
that. I will raise these matters with the commonwealth
and make sure we have some response. This tax which
is proposed to be imposed by the commonwealth will
directly hit services in this state. It will hit this state
earlier and harder because of our reliance on brown
coal, which generates more carbon dioxide, so the
carbon tax will differentially clobber Victorian
hospitals.
Mr Davis raised a matter for me concerning Central
Gippsland Health Service and the Sale hospital. An
initial analysis suggests that gas and electricity costs
could easily increase by $135 770 annually in direct
costs. That does not include the impact of indirect costs
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through the supply chain of goods and services that the
hospital needs to purchase as part of its activities.
It is interesting to note that health was exempted when
the GST was introduced in 1998. Health services and
providers paid GST on their input costs, but they did
not levy it at the final point and they were able to claim
the input costs back from the tax office. No such
arrangement is proposed for health services under the
current carbon tax arrangements. Former Prime
Minister John Howard was prepared to have a health
system that was exempt from GST, but Prime Minister
Julia Gillard is clearly prepared to put a tax on health
care and a tax on health providers, including public
health services, without compensation.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Indeed. She went to the
people saying she would not introduce a carbon tax,
and now she is proceeding to introduce one. Whatever
you think about a carbon tax — whether you are for or
against it — she certainly does not have a democratic
mandate to do this.
Mr Finn — Elected on a lie.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Indeed, Mr Finn.
Furthermore, not only does she not have a democratic
mandate to do this but there is no compensation of any
kind envisaged for health providers.
Mr Finn raised a matter for me in relation to the impact
of the proposed commonwealth carbon tax on hospitals
in Western Metropolitan Region, specifically at the
Footscray and Sunshine hospitals. The direct energy
costs are calculated at $330 803 at Footscray and
$321 781 at Sunshine. I make the point that these are
simply the direct costs. There will be other costs
generated by the indirect costs as goods and supplies
are purchased that have carbon tax costs embedded in
them. This will push the costs out much further. I will
come back to Mr Finn with some specific figures, but I
am also prepared to advocate on behalf of the western
side of the city to make sure that Julia Gillard’s carbon
tax does not unfairly disadvantage the people there.
Mr Koch raised for me the matter of the impact of the
carbon tax on Geelong Hospital. Barwon Health is our
largest regional health service, and Geelong Hospital is
the largest component of it. The calculations suggest
that the impact on Barwon would be $541 855, and
those would just be the direct costs. There would also
be massive indirect costs generated as the costs feed
through the system and push up the costs of goods and
services.
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I am certainly prepared to come back to Mr Koch with
some more detailed figures about the impact on
waiting times and waiting lists and the disadvantage
that this could potentially create for people on the
Bellarine Peninsula and in greater Geelong. I am also
very prepared to advocate with the commonwealth on
matters surrounding compensation for Barwon Health.
Victoria’s second-largest city, Geelong, will be hit
very hard by this carbon tax. It is not just
manufacturing and cement but also the Ford factory
and a whole series — —
Mr Finn — Oil.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Oil indeed; I could go on.
This is a bit beyond the remit of the adjournment item,
but it is true to say that the impact on the Geelong
region will be much greater than in some other regions.
In a previous role I had as shadow minister for the
environment I worked closely with Mr Koch on some
of the direct impacts of carbon pricing on the Geelong
region and I met with the G21 and with other groups in
and around Geelong. I am not sure whether at that time
people fully understood the impact of carbon pricing on
both public and private health care in the Geelong
region.
This carbon impost will impact on private providers —
it might be a private dentist or a private optometrist —
in Geelong. They will all pay increased costs in terms
of the carbon tax. Increases will feed through in direct
costs and in indirect costs, and, as I said earlier, unlike
with the GST there will be no credit provided. It will
just mean higher costs, in an area like Geelong, for
private health services — —
Mr Koch — St John of God.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — St John of God will certainly
pay the additional costs as well. The initial estimates in
terms of the direct impact on Geelong Hospital and
Barwon Health are very significant.
Ms Crozier raised a matter for me about Monash
Medical Centre and the costs that would be generated
through the carbon tax proposed by the commonwealth
government. I will take on notice the request for details
of the impact on waiting lists and waiting times, but
there will certainly be a significant impact on waiting
lists and waiting times. I am prepared to advocate very
strongly. Monash is one of the key hospitals in
south-eastern metropolitan Melbourne, and Southern
Health is our largest health provider. Ms Crozier has
only asked me about Monash, but I know there will
also be an impact on Casey and on Dandenong.
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Southern Health will be hit very hard by the significant
cost increases that the carbon tax will impose through
direct costs, but there will also be indirect costs, which
are harder to quantify. Work needs to be done to
quantify those costs, and Monash and all of the
south-eastern suburbs will be hit very hard. People will
be faced with longer waiting lists and longer waiting
times because of the carbon tax unless clear
compensation is provided. We will need some
compensation from the commonwealth for the tax it is
imposing on public health care in south-eastern
Melbourne if it pushes forward with the proposed
carbon tax in its current form.
I make the point also that Mrs Coote raised with me the
matter of the Alfred hospital. Alfred Health is one of
our very important services and it will be hit to the tune
of $715 598 through increased gas and electricity
charges. They are the immediate direct costs to Alfred
Health. Areas like the inner south of Melbourne will
suffer from the impost of this carbon tax on health care.
It is going to hit some of those who are in need in that
area and seeking access to health care. Waiting lists and
the waiting times will increase at Alfred Health if there
is no compensation for the financial impact that Julia
Gillard’s carbon tax will impose.
I will come back to Mrs Coote with some details about
the impact on waiting lists and waiting times and some
work that might indicate the indirect impact on Alfred
Health. But it is very clear that even on the most
straightforward examination of the direct costs, Alfred
Health will take a direct hit. Some compensation needs
to be provided by the commonwealth to protect
Victoria’s public health services as the commonwealth
government pushes hard to bring its carbon tax into
operation.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In regard to the
adjournment debate I will correct one thing, if I may. It
is my understanding that Mr Ramsay’s request did not
refer to wind farms but was about agreements in respect
of exploration of gas deposits and related exploration in
a bid to limit land-use conflicts. As I understand it, that
is the matter he wishes to have pursued.
The house now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 7.03 p.m.
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Thursday, 18 August 2011
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Minister for Planning: conduct
The PRESIDENT — Order! On Tuesday,
Mr Viney, the Deputy President, raised a point of order
during question time in relation to a response given by
Mr Guy to a question asked by Mr Tee. Mr Tee’s
question related to the role of individuals in influencing
government policy. In his response Mr Guy read
excerpts from a letter sent to him by Mr James Merlino,
the member for Monbulk in the other place. In that
letter Mr Merlino made a request of the minister on
behalf of a constituent organisation.
Mr Viney raised two separate issues in his point of
order, and members will recall that I dealt with them in
part on that day but said I would give further
consideration to the matters raised by Mr Viney,
particularly the second point, which I regarded as the
more substantive part of his point of order. The first
matter, which I dealt with on the day but on which I
wish to make some further remarks today, was that in
reading aloud the letter from Mr Merlino, Mr Guy was
attributing an improper motive to him in an answer to a
question without notice. Mr Viney claimed that
attributing an improper motive to a member should be
done only by substantive motion, which of course is
correct, and I agree that any such matter should be
raised only by way of a substantive motion.
However, I do not agree that Mr Guy’s reading of the
letter attributed improper motive to Mr Merlino on this
occasion. I refer to standing order 12.20(2), which
states:
No member will make an accusation of improper motives or a
personal reflection on any other member of either house.

The threshold at which words could constitute an
accusation of improper motive must necessarily be high
in the inherently political environment of a
parliamentary debating chamber. The rule relating to
accusations of improper motives is not in place to
prohibit members from discussing the activities of
fellow members or including a reference to
correspondence between members and ministers.
A ruling from the Senate from 1955 is useful here. It
states:
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When a man is in political life it is not offensive that things
are said about him politically. Offensive means offensive in
some personal way. The same view applies to the meaning of
‘improper motives’ and ‘personal reflections’ as used in the
standing order. Here again when a man is in public life and a
member of this Parliament, he takes upon himself the risk of
being criticised in a political way.

With this guidance in mind I will read the Hansard
record of Mr Guy’s reading of extracts from a letter
from Mr Merlino on the day on which the point of
order was raised.
I am writing in support of Waverley Golf Club and their
planned relocation from Bergins Road, Rowville, to a new
site in Lysterfield, within my electorate.
…
Waverley Golf Club are seeking to be included in the urban
growth boundary as part of the state government’s assessment
of ‘logical inclusions’.
Once that is achieved, Waverley Golf Club is proposing that
the current site be used for a mixture of residential
development (approximately 480 households) …
In my view this would be an appropriate ‘logical inclusion’.

That is the quote from the letter. Mr Guy went on and
said that the letter further indicated that Mr Merlino had
said:
I request you include the Bergins Road site as part of your
assessment of ‘logical inclusions’ as a matter of priority.

As I stated at the time, and now having read a copy of
Mr Merlino’s letter passed on to me by Mr Viney and
having examined the Hansard extracts, I do not believe
Mr Guy deliberately misrepresented Mr Merlino in his
remarks to this chamber, or impute any improper
motive to Mr Merlino beyond the standard discourse of
party politics. I am of the view that Mr Guy simply
indicated that Mr Merlino was properly bringing an
issue and a request to the minister on behalf of a
constituent organisation. While Mr Guy may have used
this correspondence to indicate that Mr Merlino’s
actions were at odds with the political point being made
by the opposition in question time, this is merely part of
the ordinary cut and thrust of politics.
The second issue raised by Mr Viney was whether a
minister reading aloud a letter from another member
making a representation on behalf of constituents
amounted to intimidating or improper practice, given
that it may, as Mr Viney suggested, prevent members
from making such representations in the future. Former
presidents Hunt and Chamberlain ruled in 1988 and
1999 respectively that members are entitled to use
correspondence to illustrate their point and to read the
contents of a letter during a speech.
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I am not aware of any precedent alluding to a restriction
on a minister or other member referring to
correspondence received from another member. As I
stated at the time, the reading of letters has long been a
custom and practice of the house. As members of
Parliament we must all be conscious of the fact that any
statements made outside the chamber or pieces of
correspondence we write are not subject to
parliamentary privilege and may be referred to on any
occasion, including in the chamber. Similar to my
comments on Mr Viney’s first point, it is a legitimate
expectation in most cases that correspondence written
by a member to a minister may be referred to in the
proceedings of the house.

Privileges Committee: referral
The PRESIDENT — I indicate to the house also
that I have subsequently received a letter from
Mr Viney, the Deputy President, claiming that the
Minister for Planning may have misled the house, and
Mr Viney is seeking a determination from me under
standing order 21.01 as to whether the matter merits
precedence over other business so he may move a
motion forthwith to refer the matter to the Privileges
Committee for consideration.
In his letter Mr Viney alleges that the Minister for
Planning may have possibly misled the house in his
answer to a question without notice — indeed, the same
question referred to in my previous ruling — asked by
Mr Tee on 16 August, when the minister said:
Only one former or current member of Parliament has ever
sought to influence me when it comes to logical inclusions.

The minister then went on to mention that the person
writing in support of Waverley Golf Club was James
Merlino, MP, the member for Monbulk in another
place.
Mr Viney has kindly provided me with a copy of
Mr Merlino’s letter, and in paragraph 3 of that letter
Mr Merlino said:
I understand that Nick Wakeling, as state member
representing Rowville —

which is not accurate; he is the state member
representing the electorate of Ferntree Gully, but
certainly the Rowville district is part of the electorate of
Ferntree Gully —
has also advocated on behalf of Waverley Golf Club.

Mr Viney further claims that he has been advised that
Mr Wakeling has advised the Waverley Golf Club that
he has made representations on its behalf to the
minister. Mr Viney claims that the Minister for
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Planning has had several opportunities to check the
accuracy of his comments subsequent to that question
time and to correct the record but has chosen not to.
Because of the minister’s failure to correct the record,
Mr Viney believes it is appropriate for the house to
entertain a motion to refer such a matter to the
Privileges Committee and that the matter merits
precedence over other business.
As Presiding Officer I am not in a position to question
the veracity of the contents of Mr Merlino’s letter,
particularly in relation to his understanding that
Mr Wakeling may or may not have made
representations to the minister about this matter, nor can
I determine whether or not the minister has
inadvertently or otherwise misled the house. I should
point out that the deliberate misleading of the house is a
serious matter — I stress ‘deliberate misleading of the
house’ — and it could be dealt with as a contempt of
the house. In my view a charge that a member has done
so should be made only by way of a substantive
motion, and Mr Viney has sought to do that through his
correspondence with me. He has sought to do it initially
as a matter of precedence, which is the area to which I
am now addressing this ruling.
As I stated to the house on 5 May this year in regard to
another matter, under standing order 21.01 when a
matter of privilege is raised with me by a member the
only thing I can do is determine as soon as practicable
whether or not the matter warrants precedence over
other business. If I decide that the matter merits
precedence, I am required to inform the Council of this
decision, and the member who raised the matter may
forthwith move a motion without notice in relation to
the matter.
Standing order 21.01(5) provides that, if the President is
of the view that the matter does not merit precedence,
the member making the complaint will be advised in
writing. The President may also advise the Council of
such decision if he thinks it appropriate, and on this
occasion I have deemed it so. The standing orders
contain no criteria for determining whether or not to
grant precedence. Consistent with my previous ruling
on the question as to whether to grant this matter
precedence, I have again followed Australian Senate
practice.
The Senate standing orders relating to the raising of
matters of privilege have many similarities to those of
this house. Senate privilege resolution 4 sets out the
criteria to be taken into account by the President in
determining whether a motion arising from a matter of
privilege should be given precedence over other
business. For the benefit of members I will read out that
resolution.
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Notwithstanding anything contained in the standing orders, in
determining whether a motion arising from a matter of
privilege should have precedence of other business, the
President shall have regard only to the following criteria:
(a) the principle that the Senate’s power to adjudge and deal
with contempts should be used only where it is
necessary to provide reasonable protection for the
Senate and its committees and for senators against
improper acts tending substantially to obstruct them in
the performance of their functions and should not be
used in respect of matters which appear to be of a trivial
nature or unworthy of the attention of the Senate; and
(b) the existence of any remedy other than that power for
any act which may be held to be a contempt.

It is not my view that Mr Viney’s proposal is a trivial
matter, but having regard to the other aspects of Senate
practice it is my view that Mr Viney’s proposal that the
matter be given precedence does not meet the tests of
the Senate resolution I have just read out, and that is a
position consistent with my previous ruling on the other
occasion. I have again also had regard to Senate
privilege resolution 8, which provides that a motion to:
(a) determine that a person has committed a contempt; or
(b) impose a penalty upon a person for a contempt
shall not be moved unless notice of the motion has been given
not less than seven days before the day for moving the
motion.

The reasons for the requirement of notice are clear. An
allegation that a member has misled the house is a
serious matter, and a cooling-off period between the
giving of notice and the consideration of the motion
will enable members to fully inform themselves on the
issue and consult with colleagues and others, as
required, to assist them in coming to a decision on the
question. On this occasion I am not convinced that the
waiving of that cooling-off period is justified. The
matter could be adequately dealt with in the next sitting
week should Mr Viney give notice of a motion to refer
the matter to the Privileges Committee.
Having regard to all the matters before me, including,
as I have indicated, the difficulty I have in establishing
the veracity of statements that have been made in
letters, I therefore rule that under standing order 21.01
the matter submitted by Mr Viney in his letter to me
regarding the Minister for Planning should not be
afforded precedence over other business on this day of
meeting. I have duly informed Mr Viney by letter of
my decision, and it is within Mr Viney’s rights to give
notice of a motion at the appropriate time on this day if
he wishes to pursue the matter further.
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Following petitions presented to house:

Children: Take a Break program
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that funding for the
Take a Break occasional child-care program, which is
provided at more than 220 neighbourhood houses and
community centres across Victoria, will cease after
31 December 2011.
The cessation of Take a Break funding removes a subsidy that
currently enables parents, guardians and carers to participate
in activities including employment, study, skills development
and volunteering, while their children socialise in a quality
early learning environment. The subsidy is essential for the
viability of occasional child-care services, particularly in rural
and/or disadvantaged communities
Full funding for the program was provided by the previous
state Labor government in 2010–11 but will not be continued
by the Baillieu government beyond December 2011.
The removal of the subsidy will mean that families across
Victoria will be unable to access affordable, local,
community-based occasional child care to undertake tasks
that benefit the family, community and local economies.
The petitioners therefore request that the Baillieu government
allocate funding to subsidise community-based occasional
child care in Victoria to ensure the continued delivery of this
vital service beyond December 2011.

By Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan)
(83 signatures).
Laid on table.

Libraries: funding
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the Baillieu government’s plans
to slash recurrent funding for council-operated public
libraries.
In particular we note that the Baillieu government’s decision
to slash library funding will mean that libraries will be forced
to:
1.

buy less books or reduce access to free internet hours;

2.

stop story-time sessions and other free library programs;

3.

reduce funding for other council programs to keep their
library services afloat.
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The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
urge the Baillieu government to reverse its decision to cut
library funding and conduct a full funding review to protect
the viability of public libraries into the future.

By Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria)
(164 signatures).
Laid on table.
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Minister’s response to submissions on the proposed
Terms of Reference for the Investigation into public land
in the vicinity of Yellingbo Conservation Reserve,
pursuant to section 16(2) of the Act.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Angel Flight: air tragedy

Rail: Altona loop service
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that the proposed
new train timetable will cut service to the Altona loop and the
Altona-Seaholme community in four ways:
the Altona loop will lose direct access to the city loop;
the Altona loop will lose all of its express trains;
services will be reduced from 20 to 22-minute intervals
during peak periods; and
outside peak periods the service will be reduced to a
shuttle, so passengers will have to change trains.
The Altona and Seaholme communities do not need cuts; they
greatly need improved public transport services.
The petitioners therefore request the provision of public
transport improvements, not cuts. The petitioners request that
the proposed Altona loop service cuts be rejected.

By Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
(13 signatures).
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 —
Minister’s Order of 21 June 2011 giving approval to the
granting of a lease at Albert Park Reserve.
Minister’s Order of 29 June 2011 giving approval to the
granting of a lease at Scotchmans Creek Linear Reserve.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 81 and 82.
Victorian Electoral Commission — Report on the
Administration of the Victorian State Election held on
27 November 2010.
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Act 2001 —
Minister’s request for the Victorian Environmental
Assessment Council to investigate into public land in the
vicinity of Yellingbo Conservation Reserve, pursuant to
section 16(1)(a) of the Act.

Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I rise to
speak about a tragic event that took place in my
electorate this week involving an Angel Flight aircraft.
Angel Flight is a charity that coordinates
non-emergency flights for financially and medically
needy people. All flights are free and assist patients
and/or compassionate carers travelling to or from
medical facilities anywhere in Australia.
Volunteer pilot Don Kernot was tragically killed when
his plane crashed in a paddock in Wallup, near
Horsham, around 6.30 p.m. on Monday. Don was a
father of three who had lived in Belmont for more than
16 years before moving to Yarrawonga, where he
retired last year. Don had flown 24 missions for Angel
Flight and had more than 40 years flying experience.
The Wimmera Mail-Times reported Angel Flight
director Terry McGowan as having said:
… Don Kernot … was a retired Yarrawonga man. He bought
a Piper Cherokee plane out of his own money to do these
flights.

This is the first incident out of some 11 300 flights
involving an Angel Flight plane. A passenger,
15-year-old Nhill girl Jacinda Twigg, was also
tragically killed. Jacinda took her first flight with Angel
Flight in May 2009 and was on her 26th Angel Flight
journey to Melbourne because of her condition,
juvenile idiopathic arthritis. The Wimmera Mail-Times
reported Nhill College principal Leonie Praetz as
having said:
… Jacinda was a special student and the student body and
teachers were devastated when they heard about the accident.
… A large number of students are really upset …
She was a very popular, very friendly and very caring person.

This was to be Jacinda’s last flight, as her illness was
finally in remission. Jacinda’s mum, Julie, suffered
head, chest and rib injuries in the crash and yesterday
remained in a critical condition at the Royal Melbourne
Hospital. Hindmarsh Shire Council chief executive
Dean Miller told the Wimmera Mail-Times that the
council had started the Twigg Family Appeal. I urge
members to donate to the appeal at any National
Australia Bank.
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Carbon tax: Greens achievements
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — On
10 July I attended a Greens National Council meeting
in Brisbane. Proceedings were interrupted for us to
watch footage of the announcement of the carbon tax
package to put Australia on the road to reducing
greenhouse gas emissions and tackling the issue of
climate change.
The issue of climate change is the reason that I
embarked on a master of environmental science course
in 1989. What I had been hearing and reading in the
scientific literature alerted me to what is going to be
one of the biggest issues facing us in the 21st century. It
was also one of the reasons that I joined the Greens
15 years ago. It was 15 years ago, in 1996, that the
federal Greens leader, Bob Brown, first raised the issue
of climate change in the federal Parliament. I am
extremely proud of the work that he and the other
federal members of Parliament, particularly
Senator Christine Milne and the member for
Melbourne, Adam Bandt, have done in the multiparty
climate change committee and the role they have
played in bringing about the carbon tax package that is
going to set Australia on the road to renewable energy
and a green climate future.
Mrs Coote mentioned last night that I was the only
member for Southern Metropolitan Region not in the
chamber and that I was not listening to the people of
Southern Metropolitan Region. I say to her that many
of them are behind the climate tax and moves to effect
climate change reduction.

Members: presence in chamber
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — Yesterday I saw
something in this chamber which I thought was unique
and quite astounding. In the time that you, President,
and I have been in this house — which is approaching,
I hate to say it, 20 years next year — I have never seen
an occasion when an opposition party has virtually
abandoned its role in representing the community.
Periodically during the course of debate yesterday there
was only one member of the opposition contributing in
the chamber, and that was the member who was
addressing the motion before the house. There was no
other member of the opposition in the Legislative
Council. I found that surprising.
What I found even more surprising was that last night,
some 10 to 15 minutes before the conclusion of the
adjournment debate, there were no opposition members
in the chamber. There were none; they were all gone. I
have been trying to deduce why this was, and I think it
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was the discomfort the opposition members were
feeling as a result of the carbon tax issue being raised
during debate yesterday and it being pointed out to
them that this is a great initiative of the red, brown and
green Gillard government, which is entirely a reversion
to type and an adoption of the propositions propounded
by that great student of capitalism Karl Marx.
Mr Leane interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I say to Mr Leane that
this is not a football match. This is the Parliament.
Mr Leane has been in this chamber for a while, and he
ought to know better than to yell and scream as if he is
at a football match. Mr Philip Davis is to continue for
2 seconds.
Mr P. DAVIS — On a point of order, President, I
thank you for your intervention, because I think I was
having trouble being heard. I noticed the clock kept
running, so I am concerned that my contribution is
going to be abbreviated. But I will defer to the house
and say, ‘I have concluded’.

Information and communications technology:
national broadband network
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Earlier this month I had the pleasure of attending the
launch of the national broadband network (NBN) in
Brunswick. It was launched by the Prime Minister and
Senator Stephen Conroy, federal Minister for
Broadband, Communications and the Digital Economy.
The Brunswick site is the third Australian mainland site
to go live.
The NBN will create jobs, boost productivity, provide
new and improved online health and education services
and improve government service delivery. As with the
other first-release sites, Brunswick residents will
participate in a trial phase ahead of the delivery of
commercial services. The testing phase is an important
part of the rollout. The first-release sites, including
Brunswick, will provide crucial information to assist
the NBN rollout.
It is disappointing that the Baillieu government has
failed to put aside partisan politics for the good of
Victoria and introduce opt-out legislation, which would
definitely make the rollout more efficient in this state.

South East Melbourne Manufacturers Alliance
Mr SOMYUREK — On another matter, earlier this
month I had the pleasure, together with Mr Dalla-Riva,
the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations,
and Mrs Peulich, of attending the annual general
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meeting of the South East Melbourne Manufacturers
Alliance (SEMMA). The electorate of South Eastern
Metropolitan Region is the heartland of the Australian
manufacturing industry, and it produces 44 per cent of
Victoria’s manufactured output, so it is fitting that a
professional and well-respected organisation such as
SEMMA should have emerged in this region.
Paul Dowling and the team at SEMMA do a
tremendous job in promoting SEMMA and addressing
the lack of understanding on the part of the government
and the general community about the manufacturing
sector. They also provide support to manufacturers to
grow and develop their businesses. SEMMA makes a
significant contribution — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Princes Freeway and Princes Highway:
improvement projects
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to bring to the attention of the house some
improvements that have been made to the Princes
Freeway. Firstly, the opening of the Morwell bypass is
anticipated to occur prior to the September school
holidays. It will be welcomed both by the residents of
Morwell, as it will take heavy traffic out of their
township again, and by the people who commute to
East Gippsland and are looking forward to school
holiday vacations on the Gippsland Lakes and
elsewhere. I congratulate the ministers involved,
particularly the Minister for Energy and Resources,
Mr O’Brien, and the Minister for Roads, Mr Mulder, on
their focused and evidence-based approach to this
significant issue.
I also welcome the announcement by the government
with regard to road improvement projects on the
Princes Freeway between Longwarry and Traralgon,
which are due to start in November this year. Sadly this
area is notorious for crashes, with one of the highest
crash rates per kilometre in regional Victoria. The
project will involve the installation of safety barriers,
removal of roadside hazards and other improvements.
Premier Baillieu further announced on a recent visit to
East Gippsland that the Princes Highway between
Stratford and Bairnsdale and from Orbost to Cann
River will also have such improvements undertaken,
which is great news for that part of Victoria.
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Traralgon West Sports Complex
Mr O’DONOHUE — Finally, I was pleased to
attend the opening of the upgrade of Traralgon West
Sports Complex with my colleague Russell Northe, the
member for Morwell in the other place. It was an event
welcomed by all in that local community.

Rail: Paisley and Galvin stations
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I came to
the house early today, and I drove my car, but if I were
living in Hobsons Bay, then I would have found it
difficult to get here on time for the sitting of Parliament.
There is a desperate need to reopen two closed stations,
and yet the state government is ignoring the
community.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Pennicuik — On a point of order, President,
earlier Mr Davis was interrupted by interjections, I was
interrupted during my members statement and now
Mr Eideh is being interrupted during his members
statement. Members have only 90 seconds to deliver
their statements, so I think other members should
refrain from interjecting during members statements.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not know whether
this is a case of ‘fools never differ’ or ‘great minds
think alike’, but I absolutely agree with Ms Pennicuik. I
have allowed several members to run over time this
morning on the basis of interjections. I agree with
Ms Pennicuik that in a 90-second statement members
have a very short time to get across a message. I notice
that some members are referring to more than one
matter in a members statement, which further increases
the pressure in terms of getting those matters across.
Partly because of that time constraint, we are obviously
lenient on members reading their contributions, as it
enables them to make sure they are able to fit in exactly
the message they want to get across in that short period
of time.
I regard members interjecting as not just a discourtesy
but also an actual disruption of the proceedings of the
Parliament, particularly the excessive interjections we
have heard this morning during members statements.
Those interjections disrupt the opportunity for members
to get their information across in the short time given to
them. I entirely uphold the point of order raised by
Ms Pennicuik, and I ask members to have regard to this
aspect of the Parliament’s proceedings by refraining
from incessantly interjecting on future occasions.
As I have done with other speakers, if Mr Eideh’s
speech runs a bit over 90 seconds on the clock, I will
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accept that because I have done that with each of the
speakers this morning on the basis of those
interjections.
Mr EIDEH — Yet again the government is
showing that it is ignoring the people of Western
Metropolitan Region by denying the residents of that
broad area the same access to public transport that
people have in Hawthorn, Essendon, Richmond or
Frankston. The deputy mayor of the City of Hobsons
Bay, Cr Tony Briffa, has written to the government
pleading for help. The response was as negative a
response as we have come to expect from this
government.
Paisley and Galvin stations are desperately needed. As
that community grows and as we are all seeking to use
public transport to reduce the number of cars on the
road and their carbon footprints, it is amazing to see
that this government is not taking the action necessary
to reopen two train stations. I wonder if the decision
would have been the same if those stations had been in
Liberal Party seats.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region:
multicultural events
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
Australia we are very lucky to have a form of
multicultural integration, where the best of the heritages
that immigrants bring to this country are preserved and
welcomed whilst immigrants can relish the values and
opportunities that Australia provides.
One of the most important and enjoyable parts of my
job is attending various multicultural events throughout
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, which is a very
multicultural electorate. The drama we have seen
unfold in the Norway terror attacks and the riots in
England contrasts greatly with Australia’s brand of
multiculturalism and events in my region, which have
included my sharing in a pleasant day with members of
the Cook Islands community as they celebrated the
46th year of independence for their 15-island nation.
Recently at the Cinnamon Club in Cheltenham I also
joined in celebrating India’s anniversary of
independence from British rule and its birth as a
sovereign nation in 1947.
I also attended the Victorian Indigenous Youth
Advisory Council’s launch of its publication VIYAC
Voices Telling It Like It Is — Indigenous Young People
on Education. I recommend that members have a good
read of that publication; it is an important document.
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I also had the pleasure of attending the Deakin
University Iftar dinner, which commemorates the
breaking of the fast during Ramadan. All this is
evidence of an effective brand of multiculturalism.

Buses: Kinglake service
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — This morning
on the steps of Parliament House I was pleased to meet
with constituents from Kinglake who had travelled to
Parliament House to express their concern that a shuttle
bus service set up to help the Kinglake community
rebuild following the fires has been cancelled by the
Baillieu-Ryan government.
These residents expressed their concern not only that
the service has been cancelled but also that the
Baillieu-Ryan government had not consulted the local
community and not considered alternative solutions on
behalf of the community. The community has
expressed its belief that the bus company concerned is
willing to consider a regular fare-paying service, but
their understanding is that the Baillieu-Ryan
government has chosen to ignore this option as a
solution for the Kinglake community. This means the
only bus service to Whittlesea for Kinglake residents is
the 562 service at 7.05 a.m., which returns at 4.47 p.m.
Not surprisingly, this is just not good enough for the
residents of Kinglake, and I support their view. I call on
the Baillieu-Ryan government to reconsider its
decision.

Dangerous dogs: control
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise this
morning to express my horror and deep sadness at the
events in St Albans last night. In doing so I take the
opportunity to express my deepest sympathy to the
family of the young girl who was killed in tragic
circumstances.
When I heard the news on the radio last night I felt
physically ill. As a father of young children, it affected
me in a way that is hard to describe. After all, what
could be safer, you would think, than having your
four-year-old in your own home playing with her
five-year old cousin? What could be safer? As a parent
I am always acutely aware of, and must know, where
my children are. You would think you would have
peace of mind in knowing that your child is at home.
But, no; the horror of what occurred must have been
beyond belief. The dog entered the property, killed the
four-year-old girl and mauled her two cousins, who
then had to be hospitalised.
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There has been much discussion about this this
morning. I hope the Brimbank council will launch a
crackdown on illegal dogs within its boundaries. Many
people suggest there are too many there. I hope the
Brimbank council will bring about that crackdown. I
also appeal to people who own those dogs to show
some care and responsibility and get rid of them. Get
rid of those dogs! There is no time or place — —
The PRESIDENT — Time!

Children: Take a Break program
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — Over
the past few weeks I have continued to visit many
occasional child-care providers affected by the Baillieu
government’s axing of funding for the Take a Break
occasional child-care program. Along with the member
for Albert Park in the Assembly I attended the
Southport Playhouse launch of its Operation Big Fridge
project. With the Leader of the Opposition I visited the
Arrabri community house in Bayswater. With the
member for Macedon I visited Goonawarra
neighbourhood house. And on Monday this week I
visited the Nagambie preschool, the only occasional
care provider in Nagambie. Minister Lovell would do
well to visit some of the affected centres herself.
Communities around Victoria are rightly outraged at
funding for Take a Break being axed. Affected parents
have led a fantastic grassroots campaign. Great Labor
stalwarts such as the Victorian Farmers Federation, the
Country Women’s Association of Victoria and United
Dairyfarmers of Victoria have called on the Baillieu
government to reinstate the funding. Thousands have
signed petitions. It is a wonder the government is not
listening. Minister Lovell should come to the 1 o’clock
rally today and meet with affected parents. The Leader
of the Opposition, Daniel Andrews, has today written to
the Premier proposing that he meet with a delegation of
affected parents and staff, but I will not hold my breath.
The government cannot find $1.9 million for child care,
but it can find $2 million to boost the prize pool for
jumps racing and $1 million for greyhound adoption.
Children should be the government’s top priority.
When Minister Lovell should be standing up, front and
centre, advocating for her community, she is doing
nothing. Last week she launched the Smalltalk project,
claiming credit for a project commenced and funded by
the Brumby government last year. When it comes to
new ideas, Minister Lovell has little to show for her
nine months in government. She needs to listen to her
own constituents and act, finally, to save the Take a
Break program.
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Bendigo: transport strategy
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — In recent months
the City of Greater Bendigo has released a draft
Bendigo transport strategy as a way of trying to deal
with future traffic demands in the Kangaroo Flat area
where vehicles come in from Melbourne to get to
different parts of Bendigo. The original draft strategy
proposed that traffic be diverted around industrial
estates but also go through the heritage area of
Gladstone and Galvin streets and Quarry Hill, which
has certainly been heavily impacted. To their credit the
council and VicRoads have held a series of public
meetings. There was one meeting at the city library,
where all the representatives were in attendance, that
enabled everybody from the affected area who wanted
to step up to the microphone to have their say. It was an
interesting meeting that went for 4 hours, and many
people got up and had their say to all of the councillors
and the directors and chief executive officer of
VicRoads.
To their credit those representatives listened to the
concerns expressed. Recommendations have now been
put to the councillors that the transport corridor through
Quarry Hill be scrapped. Other parts of the transport
strategy plan will, I think, be implemented, to the
benefit of many people in Bendigo. I have also had
many meetings with concerned residents who have
been very unhappy with the original draft transport
strategy. I want to take this opportunity to thank the
City of Greater Bendigo and VicRoads for enabling the
concerned citizens to have their voices heard, for
listening and for arriving at a compromise position that
will deal with future traffic needs — —
The PRESIDENT — Time!

Kurnai College: language and culture centre
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I was
honoured to officially open the new language and
culture centre at the recognition ceremony at Kurnai
College on 5 August. I congratulate the school
community, led by school council president Marianne
Robinson; principals Tony Rodaughan and Nello
Carbone; school captains Michael Lock, Genevieve
Blakeley, Nathan Noblet and Kaitlyn Turner; as well as
the architects and builders of this magnificent new
centre. I also acknowledge the federal government for
funding the facility under its Building the Education
Revolution program.
The recognition ceremony included a joyful dance and
song performance by the Dedlee Kultya dancers and an
uplifting welcome to country given by Uncle Wayne
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Thorpe. Those who attended the recognition ceremony
heard from students speaking and translating from a
range of languages that were taught and spoken by
students of Aboriginal background. Other students
spoke Mandarin, German, Tagalog, Fijian and Arabic,
and special guests and students marked the places of
their birth or origin on a map of the world.
Kurnai College also deserves high praise for its strong
academic program which includes non-English
languages, and for its multicultural and global
perspective. Kurnai College students know that
Gippsland is at the centre of the global race for a low
greenhouse gas emissions future and that they will play
key roles in developing the technologies and industries
of the future. The new language and culture centre will
play a critical role in educating them to actively
participate in this exciting future.

Angel Flight: air tragedy
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I will
make a short contribution to talk about Angel Flight,
which takes patients to medical and hospital
appointments in a voluntary capacity. The tragic
incident that occurred this week shocked many in our
community, but it also offers an opportunity to focus on
the good work that Angel Flight does. Those who
contribute, sometimes using their own resources — —
Mr Koch interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Mr Koch makes the point
that it is always their own resources. They are to be
commended. The community feels great sympathy for
those affected by this week’s tragedy. Ms Pulford’s
contribution a moment ago was a welcome one. All
parties across the chamber will have the same view:
that the non-emergency assistance that Angel Flight
provides is welcome and deserves our support and
encouragement. The community is aware of the tragedy
this week and will carry forward that awareness to
ensure that we strengthen and support these voluntary
contributions to patient transport.

PARLIAMENTARY SALARIES AND
SUPERANNUATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 30 June; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on this bill, and at the outset I say that the
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opposition will oppose the bill. My remarks in the
second-reading debate will not be extensive, but I flag
that I will have a series of questions for the Leader of
the Government in the committee stage of this bill.
From the opposition’s point of view we have a
fundamental philosophical issue with the bill. I flag
now that I am in a difficult position. Out of deference to
you, President, I will refer a lot of my comments on this
to the Legislative Assembly and to the past, because in
my view much of what this bill does is give unfettered
powers to presiding officers who are members of the
governing party. It also puts pressure on presiding
officers. It is difficult for members to speak in this
debate, because it will be seen as a reflection on the
Chair. I will be mindful and conscious of this and
sometimes circumspect in how I speak because it is a
difficult — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I apologise to
Mr Lenders for intervening, particularly in the
introduction to his speech. I indicate that I am not at all
aggrieved by a robust debate on this matter, and I will
not regard any contributions to be a reflection on the
Chair. This is legislation that has been put forward by
the government, and it is fairly contested. I say to
Mr Lenders and other speakers that they should not
hold back out of any concern about me taking any
personal — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — Umbrage.
The PRESIDENT — Umbrage is the word I had in
mind, although I did not think it was a very good
parliamentary word. I have no problem with this being
a robust debate, and Mr Lenders should not feel
constrained in that respect. I appreciate and note the
remarks he has made thus far, but they are not
necessary in the context of the proceedings of this
house.
Mr LENDERS — What we have here is a bill
before the house that in essence enables a member of
Parliament to have a day’s salary docked if they have
been named. For the record, and as we know, there are
different ways a Presiding Officer can keep control of
the house. There are the normal admonishments,
directions and rulings. If a member is still unruly, there
are provisions under standing orders to suspend a
member for half an hour or another period of time,
although the member can enter the chamber and vote if
the bells ring. There is then the further sanction
whereby if the Presiding Officer names a member, that
member is suspended from the house, generally for the
rest of the day, and cannot come in even if there is a
division. While the bill does not seek to expand the
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naming provisions — nothing is changed regarding
that — it brings in a penalty for being named.
I want to start by explaining why I think this is bad
legislation in a philosophical sense. This measure was
not sought by the presiding officers. Without verballing
the Speaker, Ken Smith, following the announcement
of this important matter by the Premier and his media
director on the first day of Parliament this year, the
Speaker was doorstopped and he said he knew nothing
about it. The point I wish to make is that if this were a
tool that the presiding officers thought would help them
control the chamber, one would have thought that the
Speaker would have known about it and would not
have said in a doorstop interview that he was unfamiliar
with it. If this is being presented as a tool to help
control the chamber, it is very strange that it comes
from an incoming Premier and not from an outgoing or
incoming Presiding Officer. I will just put that on the
record.
The context of that leads to my broader point, which is
that this is part of a government agenda to close down
debate and stifle criticism. That is my premise. If I were
more charitable, I would say this was a distraction
because some media outlets and a lot of the public think
we are all a pack of low-lifes and the more that people
beat up on politicians, the better. However, my premise
is that it is closing down debate. I do not say that
lightly.
All governments as they are in power for longer and
longer find scrutiny unpleasant. The only difference
here is that this government has taken this step to close
down debate in its first week. I will use a few examples
to explain why this is a problem and how it fits into a
pattern. On Tuesday, in the committee stage of the
Transport Legislation Amendment (Port of Hastings
Development Authority) Bill 2011, Ms Pennicuik
asked the minister at the table, Mr Guy, a series of
questions. I cannot remember what the questions were,
but I am sure Ms Pennicuik can. What amazed me was
that the minister said: ‘Look, I have answered that
seven times. I am not going to answer it again’. I have
been at the table as a minister and I was sometimes
irritated by members asking the same question many
times, but the point I make is this: this is a Parliament,
and it is the right of a member to ask a question.
Ms Pennicuik was not filibustering; she was asking a
question, and the minister was irritated by it. All
ministers get irritated by them. I am not making a
Labor-versus-Liberal argument; it is a fact of scrutiny
of the executive.
When you, President, were delivering your ruling on
the privileges matter the same minister exclaimed — I
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do not know how parliamentary it is — ‘for goodness
sake!’. I would probably be feeling the same way if
someone moved a privileges motion against me and I
was caught unawares by it. Mr Viney gave notice of a
privileges motion, and the minister said, ‘You are a
grub!’. This is all part of the parliamentary process; it
has always been thus, and the current environment is
not unique. I am not trying to have double standards or
say that Labor ministers never did this and only
coalition ministers do. The point I am making is that
this move to add a fine to the naming of members is
part of closing down debate.
I will be political now and explain why I am anxious
about this bill. The first actions of the last coalition
government, the Kennett government of 1992–99, were
all about closing down debate. We lost the Director of
Public Prosecutions (DPP) and a series of independent
statutory officers, including the Auditor-General, who
were in the end all silenced. It is a partisan view; others
might contest the argument, but the government
legislated for that to happen. We have a new
government in place, and lo and behold the DPP is
gone, the Chief Commissioner of Police is gone and the
equal opportunity commissioner is gone. In that context
we have — —
Mr Barber — We didn’t legislate for it.
Mr LENDERS — That is correct, Mr Barber, no
legislation is necessary, but whenever there are
questions or debates on this matter the Parliament is
always robust. Governments of whatever persuasion do
not welcome the scrutiny; there is an eternal tension in
relation to this. This bill changes some of that balance.
That is the main concern of the opposition. If a member
of Parliament wants to fearlessly defend the rights of a
constituent against the executive government, there is
one more threat or one more stick to intimidate that
member, and that is this sanction.
I would argue that presiding officers have full authority
now to manage the house. In the end the sanction for a
member of Parliament who is in the sin bin or named
and thrown out for the day — however you want to
describe it — is: ‘You are out of the house’. This is one
more threat, which is financial. Touching on this point,
I am an MP on a very good wage, and I am thrilled.
This is the best job I could ever have. I am doing what I
love doing, and I am paid well for it. If I lose a day’s
pay, frankly it does not particularly bother me. I am
now in my 50s, and I have been on a good wage for a
number of years, so losing a day’s pay for me is not
going to make a difference or intimidate me — but
there are a number of members who it will intimidate.
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Another thing is the inequity of this bill, which
proposes the sanction of one day’s pay for an MP. Out
in voter land I am sure people say, ‘They are all paid
well on $130 000 a year, isn’t that good!’. But the
inequity of this sanction, which defies all public policy,
is that the Premier, for example, is on double the salary
of other MPs. If, hypothetically, the Speaker were ever
to throw out the Premier, which I will get to in a
moment, the sanction is not commensurate with the
offence.
If an offender breaks the law when driving a car in
Victoria, demerit points are the standard sanction.
Regardless of your wealth or income there is a measure
to impose a sanction on people that in some way
reflects their ability to pay. Courts have a degree of
discretion that tries to reflect that. This bill is designed
to intimidate oppositions and third parties; it is not
designed for ministers or governments. Mr David Davis
and Mr Drum shake their heads, but I put to the house
that this bill was designed in a hurry by the executive
government to intimidate the opposition and create a
good story that it is going to introduce some discipline
into the Parliament. I do not accept the premise that that
is the way you do it.
The whole idea of naming and how it just defies natural
justice also comes into this. Even statutory offences in
the state are different from this. The President has now
left the chair, but if the President were to name
Mr Leane, who has just walked in, what would happen
would be that the minister at the table would instantly
move that his services be dispensed with, there would
be a vote without debate and then without having heard
the case for or against he would be expelled from the
house on party numbers. I know that former President
Smith named Mrs Peulich and that that naming was not
carried out on party numbers.
Hon. D. M. Davis — There was a thing going on
there.
Mr LENDERS — That was an example on the
other side. Without commenting on the merits or
demerits of whether or not Mrs Peulich should have
been thrown out, the point was that the President and
Mrs Peulich could not put their cases to the house.
There was no natural justice — President Smith named
her; Mr Pakula, who was the minister at the table,
moved that her services be dispensed with; the house
voted on it without hearing the case; and members
entered the chamber for the division and were asked to
vote on whether or not she should be suspended. My
point is not whether she should or should not have been
suspended. My question is: how would anybody in this
house with any sense of natural justice have been able
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to form an informed opinion about whether she should
be in or out? If the Greens had voted with the Labor
Party, the DLP or a number of coalition members — it
would not matter who, so long as there were
21 members who voted to suspend Mrs Peulich — she
would have had a fine and she would not have even
been able to put her case to the house, had she done
wrong or not.
The Parliament is a political body; I know that. I cannot
think of many other circumstances in which a person
can be fined and they cannot even make out a case for
why that is unfair. A Presiding Officer could be
biased — and I will take up the President’s invitation
for robust debate. The member for Niddrie in the other
place, Rob Hulls, was suspended from the Assembly
because he contested with the Speaker the rights or
wrongs of a pregnant woman getting maternity leave.
Speaker Smith made a decision that Jaclyn Symes, who
at the time was Rob Hulls’s electorate officer, was not
eligible for maternity leave. He made that decision
rightly or wrongly, and Rob Hulls contested that in the
house. He took on the Speaker, was named and thrown
out. I am sure Speaker Smith has a view as to why that
was appropriate, so I am not trying to verbal him. But
what I am saying is that it is a classic illustration of a
naming that has happened in this Parliament. A
member of Parliament was contesting the Speaker’s
decision on the appropriateness of the member’s
electorate officer being entitled to maternity leave.
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I say to Mr Davis that I was
making a point. Mr Hulls had a dispute with the
independent Speaker, who happened to have ministerial
powers on a discretionary issue as to whether the
electorate officer was entitled to maternity leave.
Whether she was or was not entitled is not a debate I
am getting into. Mr Hulls was standing up for a staff
member who also lived in the Niddrie electorate, so she
was also one of his constituents.
Hon. D. M. Davis — It was about his behaviour.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Davis says it was about his
behaviour, but who determines behaviour? The Speaker
gets up and says, ‘I name you’. The minister gets up
and moves to suspend the member, 44 members of the
government vote to suspend him and 43 members of
the opposition vote against it, but there is no discussion,
and that is my point about the arbitrariness of this. That
situation exists; a member can be named, but the
difference is that we are adding another dimension to it
and adding a fine.
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I put the case that this is more about shutting down
debate. Mr Davis shakes his head. I do not want to
verbal the Premier, but during the first sitting period of
the Parliament — it was either in December or in the
first sitting week of this year — he talked with
Josephine Cafagna about the action the government
was going to take to fix the problems. He said, ‘We are
going to get stuck into MPs with a big stick’. It was
supposed to be the most important piece of legislation.
That is fascinating because that most important piece of
legislation in February, and I am assuming it was
February, is being debated in August. It was debated in
the Assembly in June. We have this urgent legislation
which is not urgent. It sort of worked as measure one of
the government’s key performance indicators because
the government made the 6 o’clock news that night.
We have a Presiding Officer in the Assembly whose
only measure of accountability is that he must have his
party on his side. So long as the Speaker, Mr Smith, can
get 44 government members to vote with him — —
Mr Drum — Or opposition members.
Mr LENDERS — Or opposition members. That is
exactly the same point. It is a partisan issue without
debating its merits. It is like me accusing Mr Drum of
something, and I often do, but he is able to debate back.
But if I have 21 members in this house behind me, no
matter what they think or say, I can have Mr Drum’s
salary docked. If that happened to any of Mr Drum’s
constituents, he would rightfully be aggrieved.
I do not want to overdo this because a lot of these
measures are already in place. I am trying to be
fair-minded; they are in place. A member can be
suspended from this house and they can lose their vote,
which happened to me a number of times in the last
Parliament. If it had not been for the good grace of
Mr Kavanagh saying he would only support the motion
if the coalition paired him, the government would have
lost the vote and my constituents would have been
disadvantaged.
Without overdramatising it, this is an extension of an
existing flaw. It is not horrendous or draconian or the
Baillieu government trying to massacre citizens; I am
not pretending it is that. But it is part of the closing
down of debate by going one step further and letting a
Presiding Officer fine a person. In any other workplace,
and perhaps I see it this way because I am from the
Labor side of politics, it would be seen as horrendous.
If any of the attendants or clerks in this place were told
capriciously and without any ability to put a case, ‘You
are going to be booted out and have your pay docked’,
the union movement would be aghast, as would most of
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our citizens, not because someone had done something
wrong but because of the capricious nature of it.
My final comment in my general remarks — I will go
into more detail during the committee stage — is that I
am gobsmacked about where this money will go. I will
not overly dwell on it because it will probably not
happen a lot and it will not be a large amount of money,
but for goodness sake, if the government is going to do
this, it should put it into consolidated revenue or into a
skills disadvantage fund, or somewhere like that, and
not into this nonsensical and difficult to administer fund
at the discretion of the Presiding Officer. A number of
charities have been mentioned — and Mr Davis will
like this. The money could be given to the 500 Club,
the Free Enterprise Foundation or the Cormack
Foundation. It could even be given to The Nationals or
the Labor Party funds. It could be given to any
favourite charity of Speaker Smith.
Mr Drum — Business First.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Drum said it, not me. It could
be given to Business First, although not even I would
accuse Mr Smith of wanting to do that. My point is that
this is a nonsensical idea.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr LENDERS — No, it is not. It is about a
principle. There are question marks about our Speaker
and his relationship with various Chinese organisations
and international bodies. There are questions out there.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, Acting
President, the Leader of the Opposition well
understands that if he wants to make substantive attacks
on other members, he should do that by way of a
substantive motion. What he has just indicated is
completely unacceptable.
Mr LENDERS — On the point of order, Acting
President, the comment I made was that there are
questions about the Speaker’s connections with China.
Mr Drum — Whose questions?
Mr LENDERS — There are lots of questions. I
hardly think that is unparliamentary. Yesterday in this
house there were questions about my dealing with
electronic gaming machines. That did not stop a robust
debate. My saying there are questions about the
Speaker’s dealings is no different from most of the
opposition in the adjournment debate yesterday saying
there were questions about my dealing with electronic
gaming machines. There are two standards.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! Mr Lenders to continue.
Mr LENDERS — To be charitable to those
opposite who are saying there is a different standard for
a Speaker than that for a minister, I make the point that
under these arrangements the Speaker is no different to
a minister. In the case of Jaclyn Syme, he is
administering an act of Parliament like a minister
does — and Mr Davis administers many acts of
Parliament. The Speaker makes a decision on
government administration based on his interpretation,
rightly or wrongly, of that act. When he is asked
questions about it, the difference between the Speaker
and Mr Davis is that Mr Davis is in this house and there
is someone else presiding over this house and making a
judgement. In the case of Mr Smith there is not that
person. In effect it is like a Star Chamber, the only
qualification being that he needs to get 44 government
members to vote with him.
The point I make, and the outburst highlights the point,
is that if this were the House of Commons, which has a
different set of rules, or another commonwealth country
where the Speaker is a separate position, it would be
different, but our Speaker has a partisan position. I am
not saying that in a derogatory way. Other than in
exceptional circumstances in Victoria we have never
had a Speaker from anywhere other than the
government party. Most Speakers will manage quite
professionally to have the illusion of being an
independent Speaker, but in the end they are from the
government party. The people in the Bass electorate
voted for Mr Smith as a member of the Liberal Party.
There is nothing wrong with him being a member of
the Liberal Party and being a partisan member of the
Liberal Party, but the point I am making — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — It is very generous of you to
concede that, very democratic even.
Mr LENDERS — Thank you, Mr Davis. I am
trying to make a genuine point that that is why this
legislation is inappropriate, because the Speaker is not
some mythical person like the Chief Justice of the High
Court. What we are doing is giving the Presiding
Officer an extra power. The caveat is that the Speaker
needs to get 44 members of the Assembly to back him
up. I accept that is the caveat.
The other thing, which I do not accept, is that the
Speaker goes and puts it into a trust fund for what he or
she wishes to do. I will ask the Leader of the
Government — I give him notice of this — about what
the auditing requirements of the trust fund are and if
there will be a report. There is a range of questions.
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Where would the fund fit in under the Financial
Management Act 1994? I will ask the Leader of the
Government these questions in committee; he will not
be surprised by them.
Mr Barber — Can it go to Greenpeace?
Mr LENDERS — Good point, Mr Barber. I do not
expect that Speaker Smith will send it to Greenpeace.
Mr Barber — To whom will he send it?
Mr LENDERS — I suggested something before,
Mr Barber, and there was outrage on the other side that
I was besmirching the Speaker.
I conclude my remarks. The opposition does not
support this bill. We think the bill was poorly drafted,
in a hurry, by the Premier to get a media story in
February. He got his media story in February, and now
the Parliament is debating a bad piece of legislation that
is one further step towards silencing the voices of
dissent. I oppose the bill.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I
certainly concur that this bill was most likely dreamt up
by the Premier or his office for the simple expedient of
getting himself a headline. However, on most of the
other matters that Mr Lenders raised I draw a different
conclusion. The Greens will be supporting this bill. I
now need to make my case why.
The first and most important issue to deal with is the
role of the presiding officers. We have confidence in
the Presiding Officer in our chamber, and that is very
unlikely to change over the course of the next four
years. If we did not have confidence in the Presiding
Officer in our chamber, we would have much larger
problems than even this legislation might envisage.
Going with that is a set of extremely strong powers that
the Presiding Officer has, including the power to name
and suspend a member. That power arises out of the
standing orders that we ourselves adopt. In the case of
that standing order, it, or something very like it, has
been in place for a very long time.
In our view this is not a bill that attempts to codify
privilege or the standing orders into legislation, and that
is very important. If we thought this bill was in any way
codifying privilege, then we would be demanding an
even higher level of scrutiny of the legislation and its
operation. In fact, as far as we read it, this bill leads to
some consequential actions that arise only when the
Presiding Officer and the house have taken certain
action that occurs under the standing orders. That is
quite important.

PARLIAMENTARY SALARIES AND SUPERANNUATION AMENDMENT BILL 2011
2534

COUNCIL

The naming and suspension of members has occurred
regularly over the years. In the last Parliament there
were five members suspended by the Presiding Officer
in this house and one attempted suspension, which was
unsuccessful. I do not intend to dwell on the particular
circumstances of any of those namings and
suspensions. They go all the way back to 1897. I have a
list in front of me.
Ms Pennicuik — Who was the worst offender?
Mr BARBER — I am not going to reflect on
particular individuals, nor will I go to the circumstances
that surrounded the suspensions; the fact is they were
suspended.
The thesis put forward by Mr Lenders, now that we are
proposing to fine members when they are suspended, is
that perhaps the suspensions were in some way
improper or stifling of debate. I do not agree with his
point on that. I did not follow the train of logic that said
suspending and naming was a suppression of debate —
after all, it has been happening in this place
occasionally for a century — and that somehow this
measure, which will put a fine onto the suspension,
fundamentally changes the character of that issue.
Without having looked into the history, I guess the
purpose of suspension and naming is to maintain order
in the house. I do not think it is ever meant to be a
punitive measure. We are not punishing a member by
naming and suspending them. The purpose of the
standing order is to ensure that the Presiding Officer
can maintain order at all times. The government is
changing the nature of it with this bill. The government
is now adding punishment to the issue.
That is not any surprise at all, because the Libs are all
about punishment. The Liberal Party and the debate it
has run over the last four years have been about
punishment, punishment, punishment and the idea that
if we can just find the right level of punishment, we can
create social order. These guys think they could get an
octopus to play Chopin if they could just get the right
level of voltage to give the octopus its incentive. I do
not believe that for a minute. I believe humans, much
less octopi, react to a whole range of factors and there is
a whole range of social determinants and environmental
factors as to why people end up doing the wrong thing.
Simply upping the punishment constantly is not going
to create better order in society. My distant ancestor
was sent to Australia as a convict for stealing a sheep
and a door.
Mr Lenders — From New Zealand?
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Mr BARBER — He was on the Australian side,
Mr Lenders.
Today it seems like a pretty harsh punishment, and I
suspect the social circumstances at the time had
something to do with why he was stealing a sheep and a
door.
Mr Ondarchie — What is the connection between a
sheep and a door, by the way?
Mr BARBER — I have absolutely no idea; that is
simply what the records indicate. That is not going to
lead to nirvana. But the Labor Party plays that game
too. Over the last four years members of the Labor
Party have on many occasions come in here and
suggested that fines and sentences need to — how
would they express it? — reflect the public’s values and
meet the public’s standards. That is what members of
the Labor Party would have argued, in conjunction with
the Liberal Party.
Mr Drum — And The Nationals.
Mr BARBER — Mr Drum does not want to be left
out, so we will include The Nationals in this.
Mr Drum — Not when it comes to punishment
meeting public expectations — no, I do not want to be
left out.
Mr BARBER — Correct. The question I would ask
of members — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr BARBER — Mr Lenders is now going back to
his original argument, which is that people should not
be named and suspended. Well, they already are, and
they have been for a long time. The only difference
here is that there will be a fine associated with the bad
behaviour.
Mr Drum apparently agrees with the proposition that
fines and punishments under law should reflect the
community’s expectations. I ask the question: does this
bill set up a fine that the community would expect? If
you apply that rule to it — the rule that the Lib-Labs
have been using for the last four years — of course it
does. Labor Party members in opposing this bill simply
do not get it. For some reason they have simply
forgotten what the public thinks when they see
politicians carrying on in question time. They think you
guys are a pack of idiots.
I sat through the last two sessions of question time in
this place, which is nothing like as ridiculous as it is in
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other chambers, but for the first two days of this week
question time, from my angle, was like watching
monkeys throw excrement at each other. When the
public see that — —
Mr Lenders — Mr Barber asks Matthew Guy
questions like a monkey scratching the other’s back.
Mr BARBER — Now Mr Lenders wants to get into
it, and he seems to indicate that he thinks my
questioning of Mr Guy is a bit soft. Yesterday I heard
him suggest, by way of interjection, that Mr Guy’s
answer to me was a bit polite. It was a pejorative, from
Mr Lenders’s perspective, that Mr Guy gave a polite
answer to me.
Mr Lenders — No, it is the cosy relationship that is
the pejorative.
Mr BARBER — Mr Lenders says it is a cosy
relationship between Mr Guy and me because my
questions are framed and delivered in a polite fashion
and his answer comes back in a polite fashion.
Mr Lenders — You are verballing me now.
Mr BARBER — Thank you very much,
Mr Lenders. You have provided further evidence that
you just do not see it the way the public sees it. Check
out our mother Parliament, the House of Commons,
and see questions being asked, including often quite
pressing questions, on serious issues — even questions
from government members against their own
government — and being politely answered. That is our
mother Parliament. If its members can comport
themselves in that way, even in relation to the most
difficult issues they constantly face, why can we not do
the same?
Mr Lenders really is helping me mount my
argument — that is, that there are community standards
and MPs no longer seem to recognise what those
standards are. That, I would imagine, is the reason why
Mr Baillieu introduced this bill. I do not agree with
Mr Baillieu’s view of the world, and I have said that
from the beginning. But Mr Baillieu is getting away
with it and getting applauded by some sections of the
media and no doubt some nodding from the community
because members in this chamber and other
parliamentary chambers have gone so far away from
what the community expects of political debate.
Here is the thing, though. If Mr Baillieu really wanted
to change the standard under which question time is
conducted, he could do it tomorrow. This is a trivial
attempt by the Premier to raise the standard of
parliamentary debate — and generally we are talking
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about question time. There is a long list of MPs who
have been suspended over the years. Clearly leaders of
the opposition try it on quite regularly as some kind of
theatrical stunt to be expelled. As you see each party go
from opposition to government and back again, you
find that the opposition leader gets suspended then
becomes the Premier, and then the new opposition
leader gets suspended — and on it goes. We even had
Mr Ken Smith, who is now the Presiding Officer in the
other place, getting suspended in the last Parliament. It
just goes to show that it is a bit of theatre and that
governments and oppositions take turns to try to disrupt
question time and get suspended so as to make some
political point.
I put it to the Premier that if he wanted to raise the
standard of question time and ensure that no member
ever got suspended again because they never needed to,
he could walk into question time tomorrow and do it.
All he would have to do is get the government team to
lift the standard of debate to what an ordinary citizen
would expect. He does not need a bill to do that.
Mr Baillieu can simply order government members —
or, as leader, get their support — to raise the standard in
question time. If he did that, the opposition would do it
the next day, and it would be all over. It is as simple as
that.
For that matter, if opposition members decided they
were going to comport themselves like mature adults in
question time, I am pretty sure government members
would find it hard to behave any differently. But there
is no consensus on that from the — let us call them
old — political parties represented in this Parliament.
They love it; they get off on it. The public hates it; they
get turned off by it. We saw it yesterday when a group
of primary school children sat in the gallery while down
here a bunch of elected MPs, whose responsibility it is
to lead the state — you cannot even say they acted like
primary school children — acted in a way that no
primary school child would ever act or expect to get
away with. Their teacher would not allow it to happen
in the classroom. That is the yawning expectation gap
between MPs in this place and the public. Into that gap
the Premier has thrown this little crumb; this little piece
of legislation. He recognises the gap is there, but he has
absolutely no intention of otherwise doing anything
about it. It is a pox on both the houses, and they deserve
it; they deserve the opprobrium of the public.
That brings us back to the legislation itself. There are
one or two questions about the mechanics of this bill
that need to be asked in the committee stage. Clearly
the opposition is bereft of ideas as to how to reform
Parliament and, in any case, has the problem of — —
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Mr Lenders — You’re here because of our reforms,
brother.

Mr Lenders — Rob Hulls getting thrown out for
standing up for a pregnant woman.

Mr BARBER — I might argue, brother — if it is
not too informal — that the reason this bill is here is
because your idea of reform was not that reformist.
Mr Lenders introduced a system of proportional
representation against his party’s policy and against the
recommendation of his own independent panel that
pretty much ensured that numbers in a proportional
representation election would always be rounded up to
benefit one of the major parties.

Mr BARBER — As Mr Lenders knows, we do not
reflect on what happens in other chambers.

In that respect Mr Lenders did introduce a reform, but
being the calculating numbers man he is, I am pretty
sure he introduced the version that gave him more than
a better shot at winning majority, which he came within
100 votes of doing in the last term. The same system
has delivered fewer Greens than there ought to be,
according to the proportional representation of our vote.
I have no doubt that Mr Lenders was one of the
architects of that system.
I reiterate my point that, in Labor’s time in government
the number of potential reforms it squandered vastly
outnumbered the actual reforms it introduced. That is
no doubt something Mr Lenders and many of his party
members will be reflecting on as they sit there quietly
for the next four years.
Labor attempts to use its numbers and volume to yell
down the government — and vice versa. We few
Greens cannot compete on volume. It would be to our
advantage if question time was operated a bit more like
it is in the UK Parliament. Mr Lenders seems to be
implying my questioning of the planning minister is a
bit soft. I would suggest Mr Lenders look at the
questions I ask, think about the implications of the
questions, have a look at Mr Guy’s answers and think
about their implications. It is not all about bravado. It is
certainly not about volume. That might be frustrating
when you are in opposition, but here we are.
In my view the measure being debated is fairly
ineffective. It relates only to matters which are well
established under the standing orders and to
well-established procedures which have been used
many times on both sides of the house. If there is an
argument to be mounted that the powers of the
presiding officers have been abused in the past, I would
be glad to hear it. I do not believe they are being
abused. In fact I would positively endorse the way our
Presiding Officer is running this Parliament right now. I
do not know what in historical record leads Mr Lenders
to argue that the power has been abused. I do not
believe it is being abused.

Mr Lenders — You asked the question, and the
President gave us licence.
Mr BARBER — Mr Lenders can certainly raise
that point, but as he knows, we tend not to reflect on
what happens in other chambers when we have our
own debates. We keep a good, friendly, arms-length
relationship with the other chamber, and we talk about
what is in here — for example, you could move an
amendment that it only apply in the lower house, and I
might have to think about that. In any case, we have
confidence in our Presiding Officer at the moment, so I
do not have any particular reason to believe he is about
to abuse this power. If he abused it, it would not be the
issue of the fine attached to it that would be the
problem; the issue would be that people were being
thrown out for no reason. I have no comment on what
happens in the other chamber. We are not represented
in the other chamber, as Mr Lenders knows. He also
knows why we are not represented there.
Mr Lenders — You didn’t get enough votes.
Mr BARBER — We got plenty of votes.
Mr Lenders — You wouldn’t have won under first
past the post or under this system.
Mr BARBER — Perhaps that is another reform you
are putting forward from your new perspective of
opposition. Again, the system would adjust.
The most important issue here is not the content of the
legislation. It comes back to the culture and the reform
of question time. That is a culture, and the Greens can
only do their bit. Either of the current parties,
government or opposition, could, on their own, decide
to change the culture and therefore achieve reforms to
question time. I remember the Premier had some plans
to do that. The former Premier’s response was that he
was going to rip out the dispatch box and make people
face the Speaker when they answered a question. I put
that down with this tiddler as one of the weakest
suggestions for the form of question time I have ever
seen, but Mr Brumby is no longer with us and that one
has been forgotten, as it should have been. This bill will
also be quickly forgotten, but the overarching
impression of the public — that politicians do not rise
to the occasion — will remain. I hope that at some time
or another one of the other parties in this Parliament
joins with us in seeking a positive change in that area.
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Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I have an
opportunity to follow two interesting speeches. We are
addressing the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Amendment Bill 2011. The purpose of
the bill is to amend the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968 to provide for a fine to be
imposed on a member who is suspended after being
named. I intend to address substantially in my
commentary the comments made by the Leader of the
Opposition. I will peripherally make a comment about
the leader of the Australian Greens in the Victorian
Parliament, albeit that the Australian Greens are not
recognised as a political party because there are only
three members and you require 11 members to be
recognised as a political party. The views of the
Australian Greens as reflected by Mr Barber do not
carry as much weight as Mr Barber would like them to
carry. I am absolutely delighted that Mr Barber has
decided to become a hanging judge. His view is that the
penalty is not enough. What he wants is Ted Baillieu as
the Premier of Victoria to be tougher and to hang them
high. That was the message I got from Mr Barber’s
contribution: that the incrementalism in terms of raising
the bar on parliamentary standards is just not good
enough. That was the view expressed by Mr Barber. I
would say to Mr Barber that he has got a lot to learn.
As we know from over 150 years of parliamentary
government in Victoria as a colony and as a state, it is
always about incrementalism. The government should
not be condemned for taking this step to improve
parliamentary standards, it should be congratulated, and
I congratulate Ted Baillieu as Premier on making this
move. I say that because I confess that I have spent
some time discussing parliamentary behaviour with the
Premier. I was invited by him to make a contribution
before the last election in relation to some of the issues
that we might think about in terms of parliamentary
reform. My view is that it is clear that the Premier is
attempting to progressively bring the Parliament as a
whole along to a higher standard. I think that is
commendable, and I endorse it.
I want to make a point about the detail of the legislation
that is before us. This bill is incremental in the sense
that it imposes a further penalty and sanction on
members who are behaving disorderly and endeavours
to assist presiding officers in both houses with the
enforcement of rules of debate that retain good order.
We know that over a period of time there have been
progressive changes to the standing orders in both
houses that have incrementally given new tools to the
presiding officers. One of those obvious tools is
ordering members to leave the chamber for a limited
time, which we colloquially describe as being ‘sin
binned’ — in other words, you are sent off. In the
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sporting vernacular it is a red card: you are sent off for a
penalty period and when that penalty period has expired
you are allowed to come back onto the field of
endeavour.
Mr Lenders — That is, if you are into world
football, Mr Davis, not the local football.
Mr P. DAVIS — In this case it is the Parliament
and in the other case, as Mr Lenders interjected, it is the
world football code, kicking a basketball around.
However, in my view the important thing in this debate
is the substantive reason for the opposition opposing the
bill, which is, as I understand the case, that — and I had
some difficulty following the argument made by the
Leader of the Opposition, Mr Lenders — essentially
naming by a Presiding Officer is intrinsically unfair
because the Presiding Officer is in charge of the house
and has a unilateral power to name a member.
Mr Barber made the most valuable contribution to the
debate, which I followed in the Assembly and which I
have listened to in this house. Mr Barber’s contribution
was to say that he has seen no evidence in the time that
he has been in this Parliament, nor from his study of
parliamentary proceedings over the life of the Victorian
Parliament, that that power of a Presiding Officer to
name a member has been abused.
We have evidence in this house from our own
experience, which Mr Barber participated in, of the
naming of a member by the President in the previous
Parliament having failed. I am interested in that
argument. Mr Lenders argues that this measure was not
sought by presiding officers, and to support that case he
said the Speaker when doorstopped did not know
anything about it. I would say to Mr Lenders that it is a
new standard that the Baillieu government is setting in
terms of the parliamentary process.
Mr Lenders — That is a very novel spin.
Mr P. DAVIS — I have to say it is a matter of
important fact that the principles that have been
followed in my time in Parliament have meant that the
Speaker of the Parliament has not participated in the
government party room deliberations on legislation. I
have to congratulate the current Speaker, the
Honourable Ken Smith, on observing that precedent,
which has been well established by preceding coalition
or Liberal Party presiding officers in the Assembly. It is
critical in my opinion that there is a separation between
the executive and the Parliament, and that has been
maintained. The Honourable Ken Smith would not
have known until he was otherwise advised that the
government was intending to bring this bill in. Why is
that significant? It is significant because it goes to show
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that the executive is not in a position to determine the
outcomes of the decisions that the Speaker may make
in enforcing standards in the house.
Mr Lenders alleges that somehow this measure is an
attempt to close down debate. I do not see any
restriction on debate on this or any other bill. The
reality is that the rules for procedures in the Assembly
are substantially the same as the rules that were in place
under the Labor government. The rules in this place are
the rules adopted when Mr Lenders was in charge of
affairs in this place. We are conducting debate under
the rules that were adopted by Mr Lenders. I cannot see
how, on any measure, this proposal limits and closes
down debate. Applying a penalty to somebody who is
disorderly — that is, a fine equivalent to the period of
the suspension from the service of the house — is an
incremental measure and hardly, as Mr Lenders
posited, a threat to the capacity of a member to
represent constituents.
If a member wants to represent constituents in this
place, they know the rules we observe to achieve that.
They either put a case during a debate on legislation, as
I am doing at this present time, or they make
representations to ministers at question time, during the
adjournment or other forums through the parliamentary
process. There is no inferred limitation on a member’s
capacity to vigorously represent their constituents’ view
in this house as a result of this bill. I would hope as a
result of improved good order as to the business and the
carriage of business in the house that it would be
possible for members to more robustly put their
constituents’ views.
I take the contrary position. I experienced disorderly
conduct this morning during an attempt to make a point
on the capacity of members to make statements to the
house. It was Mr Lenders’s colleagues who behaved in
a disorderly way to the extent that the President had to
get to his feet and call the house to order and shut down
discussion. The poor and unruly behaviour of the
opposition resulted in my not being able to be heard.
Given that I am not shy about putting my point of view
and I have a fairly good volume control, for me to be
squelched out by the raucous interjections of the
opposition was truly disorderly.
I would not argue that members of the opposition
should have been named, suspended and fined for
doing that, but this is a place for robust debate. If
members are not capable of putting their point of view
coherently, then members should find another vocation.
As the President said to Mr Leane this morning, ‘It is
not a football match’.
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I am pleased to say that I strongly support this bill. I am
looking forward to the committee stage, but there are
two further points I want to make. If members wish to
be so disorderly that they are named and suspended, it
may be appropriate for them to make a salary sacrifice.
I thought it was an interesting coincidence that a
proposed amendment to the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968, which this bill introduces at
new section 7B, would follow section 7A in the act
which is headed ‘Salary sacrifice’. We are in fact going
to have another possibility for members to make a
salary sacrifice. On the one hand we can put our salary
sacrifice into a superannuation fund under section 7A
of the act or under new section 7B we will be able to
put our salary sacrifice into a benevolent fund — that is,
a fund which is going to contribute to the betterment of
the community in terms of charitable works.
The final point I make in this debate — given the
limited time which was imposed by Mr Lenders — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — It was under Mr Lenders’s
guidance as the Leader of the Government at the time. I
want to make a further point in the limited time I have
available. I asked the staff from the Legislative Council
tables office to give me some advice about the names of
members who had been named and suspended. That
research indicates that for more than 30 years — since
1979 — there have been nine members who have been
named and suspended. Interestingly, seven of those
nine members were Labor members. I wondered about
the opposition’s sensitivity to this bill, and now I know.
It has been revealed. But just to be fair — —
Mr Leane — You’re padding now. You do not have
to do your full 15 minutes
Mr P. DAVIS — I do not have to pad, because I am
about to reveal that there were two Liberal members
suspended over the last few years. One of them — and I
need to say this for the sake of transparency — was the
Honourable Bruce Atkinson; he was suspended on
6 April 2006. It is interesting to see how the wheel goes
around, and I am sure with that experience in mind the
President will be incredibly judicious on the occasions
he names and suspends a member. I note several of the
Labor members suspended previously were ministers at
the time, including David White, who was suspended
on at least a couple of occasions, and Brian Mier. With
those few remarks, I am pleased to strongly support the
passage of this bill, and I look forward to the committee
stage.
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Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I say to
Mr Philip Davis, who mentioned me in his speech, that
if I hurt his feelings this morning, I apologise.
It would be only right that I speak on this bill, because a
lot of people have said to me the odds are good that I
might be one of the members who would be on the end
of this piece of legislation. I want to speak on this bill
because I understand it is Mr Baillieu’s big
parliamentary reform. This was the big parliamentary
reform we were promised before the election. It was
said ministers would answer questions. But their
answers have been, ‘Yes, Josephine. That is a very
good question, Josephine’. The coalition parties said
that ministers would answer questions and the
government would be open and transparent.
Mr Lenders — That debate?
Mr LEANE — Yes, that debate. They said the
Parliament would be more open and transparent. But I
have to say the proof of the pudding is in the eating, and
it has been very far from that. It is typical of this
Premier that his first piece of reform legislation is just a
stunt. This is just a stunt to try to tick off the
commitment that there would be parliamentary reform.
It is the same sort of stunt as the one about wearing
Dracula’s cape; it is exactly the same sort of stunt as
dancing with kids in Federation Square. The thing I
cannot get my head around is how he convinced
Mr Hall to participate in that. This is just as much a
stunt as the push-ups in the speedos next to the public
pool. It is a stunt; it is not reforming Parliament at all —
particularly when Mr Barber said, ‘Let us concentrate
on this chamber’. Good, let us concentrate on this
chamber.
In the five years since I was elected to this place not
one member has been successfully named, and in the
whole term of this Parliament only once has a member
been ejected from this chamber — and on that occasion
I thoroughly deserved it. I respect the institution and I
respect the President, and if one of us should be
ejected — and that is the call of the President or the
Deputy President — then so be it.
We were going to get rid of Dorothy Dixers, and there
was going to be an FOI commissioner; all sorts of
things were going to happen that have not happened. If
it were six months ago, it would have been the fault of
the black hole that these things had not happened in
Parliament. An FOI commissioner has not been
appointed, ministers are not answering questions and
the upper house committees that were set up to look at
legislation have not had one piece of legislation referred
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to them. The openness and transparency of the new
Parliament just has not happened.
In relation to those parliamentary reforms, Mr Davis’s
black holes are gone so I suppose the government is not
blaming anything on black holes any more. Let us now
blame the carbon tax for the fact that the government
has not reformed the Parliament! Going back to that
televised debate, it was a case of, ‘Good question,
Josephine. Yes, that is a very good question, Josephine.
We’ll be right on to that; ministers will answer
questions. Absolutely, Josephine, I am glad you asked
that one’. There were no surprises; it was just a Dorothy
in itself anyway.
Looking at the current standing orders in relation to
naming a member of this chamber, the President may
now do so on his own motion. In the last Parliament the
President would name a member of this chamber, a
motion would be moved — usually by the Leader of
the Government or a government minister — and it
would have to be carried in this house for that to be
triggered, for the member to be named and, if it had
applied then, for the $300 fine to come to reality.
In the last Parliament a member was named by the
President. It was poor behaviour by the particular
member, because she was asked to leave the chamber
for 30 minutes but refused to do so. She said, ‘I’m not
going’. Getting back to the issue of respecting the
institution and not the individual, if you are asked to
leave the chamber — —
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, I believe the member is reflecting on a
decision of the house which ultimately supported the
member’s right to stay in the chamber.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! There is no point of order. Mr Leane has not
named anyone.
Mr LEANE — We had a situation whereby the
President believed that a member of this chamber had
behaved badly and so requested that that member leave
the chamber for 30 minutes. The member refused to go.
The President then named that particular MP for not
leaving the chamber. A motion was moved by a
government minister to name that member of the
chamber, but that motion was defeated.
Mrs Peulich — It was a Labor stitch-up. All you
wanted was one less vote in the chamber.
Mr LEANE — I concede that motion was defeated.
Let us apply that to the situation we have now. If
Mr Atkinson is away on official duties and he comes to
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me and says, ‘Opposition Whip, I have a delegation
coming from overseas that I need to entertain. Can you
give me a pair?’, I will always say yes. I have done this
before, and I am sure I will do so again. The Deputy
President, Mr Viney, has exactly the same role as the
President when he is filling in for the President in the
President’s absence. Mr Viney can name an opposition
member — for example, he can say, ‘Mr Leane, you
are named’. On his own motion he can say, ‘I move a
motion that Mr Leane be named, I move a motion that
Mr Leane be ejected for the rest of the day and I move a
motion that $300 gets taken out of Mr Leane’s pay’.
Going back to what I said before, I will cop it. I will
always cop the decision of the institution.
Mr Viney, in his role of Deputy President, can also say
to Mrs Peulich, ‘I name you’. Let us think of the
machinations here. We have Mr Atkinson’s pair, so the
government still has the majority. I would be betting
that when Mr Leane gets named he hits the showers
and he pays the fine. My own party’s members would
vote for that because I deserved it, and I would cop it. If
I had acted like that, I would cop it. Mrs Peulich, in the
other case, has the rule of 21-19 on her side. If you take
away the pair and if the Greens agree with her, as they
did in the last term, she has a majority. But let us just
talk about the 21-19 rule. Mrs Peulich gets angry at her
own gang. She says, ‘This is outrageous. You can’t
vote for this; this is outrageous’. Out of understanding,
her own gang says, ‘All right, we’re with you’. There is
not a hope in hell that the Deputy President will achieve
agreement on a motion to name Mrs Peulich and eject
her. This all goes back to rule 21-19.
In saying that, this legislation will be passed today. But
at the end of the day, whoop-de-do: it is not a
parliamentary reform. It is not going to change the
Parliament. Going back to the televised debate, it is in
no way in line with the answer, ‘Yes, that’s a good
question, Josephine. I’m glad you asked that question
about parliamentary reform’. It is in no way in line with
the response and the commitments the government
gave pre-election. It is in no way in line with its
commitments about reforming this Parliament, about
getting ministers to answer questions and about being
more open and transparent. You just have to look at
FOI. The government said, ‘We’ll appoint an FOI
commissioner’. That has not happened.
At the end of the day after we vote on this the
Parliament will not be reformed. That will not happen,
especially in this chamber. No-one has successfully
been named here for probably a decade. Dressing this
up as some sort of huge parliamentary reform is just a
joke. It is another commitment made by the
government that it has not committed to, along with all
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the others. Let us all wait to catch a train out to
Tullamarine and Rowville, let us wait for teachers to be
the highest paid in the land and let us wait for all those
other commitments. A suite of commitments have not
been fulfilled, and the government believes that at the
end of this debate it will be able to tick off on its list of
commitments ‘parliamentary reform’. It is an absolute
joke and a stunt. It is very fitting that the first bit of
legislation from this Premier should be a stunt, because
all we have seen from this Premier is stunt after stunt
after stunt. He does not deliver anything. I am sure
when more scrutiny is put on this Premier he will get
out the Speedos and do more push-ups; he might even
go for the mankini. The distraction will be there and
more stunts will be on their way. We are expecting it.
We know this bill will get passed today. This side of the
chamber will accept the President’s ruling; we will
accept the institution’s ruling, and we will get on with
it. But I will say this now: this will not stop us from
passionately debating on behalf of our members. This
will not stop us from getting angry at times in this
chamber. Mr Barber spoke about the Greens being civil
and said that they ask questions nicely and that that is
the way it all should work. Maybe Mr Barber also
needs to show some passion and get angry on behalf of
his constituents.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr LEANE — We all accept that he is the smartest
man in the room, we all conceded that long ago, but
now and then maybe his constituents can look for a bit
of passion.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise this morning to speak about the Parliamentary
Salaries and Superannuation Amendment Bill 2011. I
find myself in a very unusual position because — it
almost shakes me to say this — I sort of agree with
some things Mr Lenders and Mr Leane have said this
morning. As unbelievable as it is, I tend to agree with a
couple of things they said. One of the things
Mr Lenders said in an interjection during Mr Barber’s
contribution was that constituents expect their local
members to represent them. I agree. One of the things
Mr Leane said was that if a decision is made he will
cop it and, like the sportsperson he is, he will accept the
umpire’s decision. I agree with that.
This bill amends the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act of 1968. It provides that members
who are named and subsequently suspended from
Parliament for the remainder of a day under standing
orders shall be fined a day’s salary. It improves our
accountability as officials. It provides a disincentive for
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inappropriate conduct in the house. As Mr Lenders
touched on, the fines will be paid into a fund
administered by the presiding officers of either house
and distributed to charitable organisations. He went off
on a bit of a tangent about what those charities can be. I
have to say he was so far to the left it was almost
extreme, and nobody took that seriously.
This bill — and it is about time — sets a standard for
appropriate behaviour in the Parliament. There are
many people who visit us in the gallery and listen to or
watch us or other parliaments on webcam who shake
their heads at the behaviour of some members in the
house. It is about time we started demonstrating the
values and behaviours that are expected of
parliamentarians.
Mrs Peulich — No more fisticuffs, Mr Ondarchie.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Thank you, Mrs Peulich. The
bill will restore the integrity of Parliament and public
trust in its members. It builds on a practice adopted by
the House of Commons back in 1998. There are
members in this house and the other place — members
I see from the opposition — who go out and preach
about abiding by the rules and regulations of society.
But they get in here and act differently. They are not
reflecting the values and behaviours that our
constituents expect of us. I wonder what the
schoolchildren who come in to watch us think about the
behaviours they see in our Parliament and how those
behaviours reflect their elected leaders. I wonder if any
of them who come into this place aspiring to be
representatives of their people walk away shaking their
heads. I know that on occasion I would have.
The bill makes the consequence of being suspended
more severe than simply being prevented from
participating in debate. There is already a disincentive
in that it prevents the member from taking part in
divisions, but that has not really been effective. This
goes a long way towards us as a government and as a
Parliament saying, ‘We expect better of our members’.
This is also about accountability. Mr Lenders and
others have spent the better part of the last six months
talking about accountability. Well it is time to stand up
and support accountability. Admittedly I have been
here only a short time and I cannot talk about previous
parliaments, but I can talk about the 57th Parliament of
Victoria. Let me talk about Mr Lenders’s very pointed
interjection during Mr Barber’s contribution about our
constituents expecting their local members to represent
them, and let me talk about the representation that has
been provided by members for Northern Metropolitan
Region in just the 57th Parliament.
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Mr Barber — The five of us?
Mr ONDARCHIE — I am talking about all the
representatives of Northern Metropolitan Region,
Mr Barber, not just the 5 upper house members but also
the 11 lower house members. Let me talk about that
representation, representation that Mr Lenders so
adequately described. So far in this parliamentary term
the member for Northcote has been suspended once
from the other place; the member for Richmond has
been suspended twice from the other place; and the
member for Mill Park, as a timely reminder to this
house, has been suspended twice, for the second time,
yesterday. That is a timely reminder about why this is
so important.
Let me now refer to the member for Yan Yean in the
other place.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Let me talk about the
member for Yan Yean in the other place. The member
for Yan Yean has already been suspended from the
other place five times in this Parliament, and on one
occasion she was named. For 17.5 per cent of her time
representing her constituents in this place she was out
of the house. On almost one in five days the member
for Yan Yean has been removed from the other place. I
challenge Mr Lenders: is that adequate representation
of her constituents? Yesterday in the other place she
spoke about me and called me ‘a member for Northern
Victoria Region in the Legislative Assembly’. To be
fair to the member for Yan Yean, she has been out of
that place so often, she probably does not know who is
there and who is not there.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — If Mr Lenders is true to his
word about accountability — and goodness knows we
have not seen accountability from him in the last
11 years! — he will support this bill, because, as he
adequately described in his interjection, our constituents
expect our members to represent them. We have
already seen on 10 occasions where members
representing electorates covered by Northern
Metropolitan Region being taken out of the house. It is
time for us as a Parliament to say it is not good enough.
We expect better from those members, and certainly we
expect better from the member for Yan Yean, who has
been out of the house almost one in five days. The
behaviour and the values of this Parliament should
reflect the electors’ expectations. In business terms —
that is where I come from — are they getting a return
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on their investment in us? Are they getting ROI (return
on investment)? I do not think so.
Let us look at the list of members who have been
suspended from the other place. On 9 February the
members for Yan Yean and Albert Park were
suspended. On Tuesday, 1 March, the member for
Niddrie was suspended. On Thursday, 3 March, the
members for Albert Park, Forest Hill and Richmond
were suspended, and the member for Dandenong was
named and suspended. On Tuesday, 22 March, the
member for Tarneit was suspended. On Wednesday,
23 March, the member for Footscray was named and
suspended. On Thursday, 24 March, the members for
Yan Yean, Lyndhurst, Altona and Albert Park were all
suspended. On Wednesday, 6 April, the member for
Yan Yean was suspended again. On Thursday, 7 April,
the member for Monbulk was suspended. On Thursday,
5 May — lookie, lookie; who is here again? — the
member for Yan Yean was named and suspended.
Mr Viney — On a point of order, Acting President,
those examples that Mr Ondarchie is giving are not
relevant to the legislation before the chamber, because
they deal with temporary suspensions, not cases of
naming of members. This is completely misleading for
the house, and I do not believe it is appropriate for these
examples to be debated and discussed in this part of the
consideration of the legislation.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
There is no point of order. I think Mr Viney may have
taken the opportunity to indulge himself in the debate a
little prematurely, and I would be very pleased if he
would not do that again.
Mr ONDARCHIE — If Mr Viney is struggling
with that list, I am happy to repeat it for him, but on this
occasion I will not. On Thursday, 5 May, the member
for Yan Yean was named and suspended. Just so
members are sure about that, she was named and
suspended. Also on that day the members for Albert
Park and Footscray were suspended. On Tuesday,
24 May, the member for Narre Warren South was
suspended.
On Wednesday, 1 June, amongst others, the members
for Albert Park, Richmond, Northcote and Footscray
were suspended. On Thursday, 6 June, the members for
Monbulk, Footscray, Eltham and Lara were suspended.
On Wednesday, 29 June, the member for Mill Park was
suspended. On Thursday, 30 June, the member for
Eltham and — hello — the member for Yan Yean
again, and the members for Altona, Albert Park and
Bendigo were all suspended.
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I have to ask: is that true representation? I would expect
those opposite to support the bill if they were genuine
about, as Mr Leane said, accepting the umpire’s
decision and if they were genuinely behind ensuring
better behaviour in the Parliament.
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — The Leader of the
Opposition-in-waiting is interjecting, but I have to say
on 10 occasions members representing areas in
Northern Metropolitan Region, representing
constituents that I look after as well, have been
suspended from the other place. This is not the sort of
behaviour Victorians expect of our parliamentarians.
We go out there and, through legislation and in the
newspapers of the day, preach about the behaviours we
expect of Victorians. There are many members — and I
have named a number of them today — who do not
reflect those exact expectations when they come into
this most sacred of places. It disappoints us. This is a
place that people should be aspiring to, not shaking
their heads at.
I commend this bill to the house for a number of
reasons, not the least being that it is about time that we
cleaned up our act, cleaned up our own behaviour and
dealt with the umpire’s decisions, as Mr Leane rightly
pointed out. But I come back to where I started.
Mr Lenders summed it up well when he said
constituents expect their members to represent them, so
they expect us to be in the house, and this will go a long
way to changing the behaviours. No-one is denying
Mr Leane’s opportunity to make a robust contribution
in the house, but there are behaviours that society
expects of us and behaviours that we expect of society,
and it is about time this Parliament reflected them. I
commend this bill to the house.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Acting President — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Indeed I was in my office
preparing for what I know will be a robust and
controversial debate on the Accident Towing Services
Amendment Bill 2011 later this day, but on hearing
Mr Ondarchie’s contribution on this bill I felt inspired
to enter the chamber and make a contribution.
I also listened intently to Mr Barber’s contribution. I
did not agree with a lot of what he said. I know in the
time that they have been in Parliament Mr Barber and
the other Greens have demonstrated a view about
themselves that they have the attributes of moral
superiority over the rest of us heathens and peons, and
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today he has also demonstrated that he believes they
have behavioural superiority and that it is his role to
counsel and lecture us on appropriate behaviour. I do
not agree with a lot of what he said, but I think I agree
with what he said about whether or not this is
substantive reform that would make a difference and
the concept that if the government was serious about
substantial reforms to the way we interact with each
other in question time it could do things that are more
meaningful than this.
In fact it is true to say that before the election, when he
was Leader of the Opposition, Mr Baillieu made a
number of commitments and a number of comments in
the leaders debate and in other forums about the
changes that he would make if he was Premier to the
way Parliament is conducted. He made a commitment
to ensure that ministers would answer questions in
question time succinctly, directly and relevantly. He
also indicated he believed Dorothy Dixers were a waste
of the Parliament’s time. Even if some of those
comments did not amount to watertight commitments,
he certainly gave the impression when he was
questioned by his now head of media that he was
serious about parliamentary and question time reform
and that he would impose reforms that would impact on
the way that government MPs, and ministers in
particular, carried themselves during debate. He did not
say anything about a system of fining MPs who are
taken out of the chamber or named in the chamber and
removed. That was a comment and commitment that
came subsequent to the election and gave the Premier
some very good headlines at the time that he made it. I
suspect he made it without the knowledge of the
presiding officers, but as we know, once made, these
commitments can scarcely be taken back.
It is interesting to me that the commitments that were
made that would have acted as a shackle on the
behaviour of ministers are nowhere to be seen. There is
no reform of question time as such, no change to the
way ministers answer questions and no change to the
system of Dorothy Dixers. I am not going to pontificate
about Dorothy Dixers — they have been around since
Adam was a pup — but Mr Baillieu said he would do
something about them. In an interjection Mrs Peulich
said, ‘There’s still time’. I hope she is right. I hope this
is a change that the Premier intends to implement later
in the term.
Mrs Peulich — I didn’t specifically say it about
that.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mrs Peulich says she did
not specifically say it about that. Maybe it was about
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the change to the way ministers answer questions,
because there has been no change to that either.
Mrs Peulich — Broad parliamentary reform.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Broad parliamentary
reform in its current manifestation, Mrs Peulich, is
about nothing more than this process of fining MPs
who are named. In Mr Ondarchie’s contribution he ran
through — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Ondarchie, you are
welcome to leave and welcome to stay — it is a matter
for you. In Mr Ondarchie’s contribution he went
through a litany of opposition MPs in the other place
who have been either suspended or suspended and
named. Thankfully, he did not name many from this
place; I struggle to think of an example of someone
who has been ejected from this place in this session.
That is a testament both to the fact that there is probably
better behaviour in the Legislative Council and to the
forbearance of the current President.
Mrs Peulich — Better presiding officers.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — As I said, it is a testament
to the forbearance of the current President.
Mrs Peulich — Correct.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mrs Peulich and I seem to
be on a unity ticket. What Mr Ondarchie did not go to,
either because he did not know or because he did not
want to go there, was firstly, how many government
MPs have been excluded from the other place — —
Mr Ondarchie — I said ‘amongst others’.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — He said ‘amongst others’,
but he did not read them out. I suspect the list of
government MPs who have been suspended or named
and suspended from the other place is a very short one.
Mr Ondarchie — Because they are better behaved.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Ondarchie says it is
because they are better behaved. Maybe it is because
they are better behaved, but maybe — and more
likely — it is because they have less to feel aggrieved
about than opposition MPs in the other place.
The other thing Mr Ondarchie did not go into was the
reasons why those opposition MPs were ejected. On
many occasions it was because of their inability to
question government ministers, to pursue lines of
questioning, because of the rulings of the Presiding
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Officer in the other place. Mr Ondarchie is a smart
fellow, but he is not as smart as he thinks he is — —
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, Acting
President, it seems to me that Mr Pakula is impugning
the integrity of the Speaker in the other place, and I
would ask you to direct him accordingly.
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been thrown out and the number of government
members who have been thrown out. If the government
is serious about raising standards, it will implement
changes that do not only constrain members of the
opposition but also members of the government,
particularly ministers.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

Hon. M. P. PAKULA — On the point of order,
Acting President, Mr Ondarchie spent 10 minutes
impugning the integrity of a litany of members in the
other place, but when I spent a mere 15 seconds
defending them and giving the reasons for their ejection
he jumped to his feet to protect the Presiding Officer.
Mr Lenders — On the point of order, Acting
President, when I led the debate in this place and the
President was in the chair my opening remarks were
along the lines that this was a difficult debate that will
reflect on presiding officers. The record will show that
the President, without verballing, invited members to be
robust. I say that for the assistance of the Chair, because
the President commented on this earlier in the debate.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I thank Mr Lenders for his advice and assistance. I
recall the words of the President in his opening
comments shortly after Mr Lenders rose to his feet to
speak in this debate. Taking those comments into
consideration, I find there is no point of order.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Thank you for your
ruling, Acting President. Despite the President’s ruling,
I will keep this within relatively civil confines.
However, it has been well publicised that there has
been incident after incident in the other place where
members of the opposition have felt terribly aggrieved
by the interventions of the Presiding Officer and his
attempts to prevent members of the opposition from
robustly questioning ministers, including the Premier,
on a range of matters. In his own way Mr Ondarchie
has helped to make the opposition’s case for us. The
government has failed to implement the changes to
parliamentary procedure that would act as a fetter on
the government and has instead implemented the one
change that would act as a fetter on the opposition.
The only members of Parliament who will be truly
constrained and fettered by this change are members of
the opposition. The suggestion that this is a change that
will raise parliamentary standards is bogus to this
extent: it will do nothing to constrain the behaviour of
members of the government because they know they
will not be named and suspended. The list
Mr Ondarchie read out indicated the massive disparity
between the number of opposition members who have
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Planning: Waverley Golf Club land
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Planning, and I ask: has the minister
met with the Waverley Golf Club as part of its efforts to
have club land included as part of the urban growth
boundary?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Mr Tee for his question. What should be noted in this
question is the fact that there is only one member of
Parliament who has sought to lobby me on an outcome
for an urban growth boundary change in Waverley. A
number of — —
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, the
question Mr Tee asked of Mr Guy was in relation to
whether he had met with the Waverley Golf Club. I put
to you, President, that he is now debating the issue, not
answering the question about whether he met with the
club. What another member of Parliament did has
nothing to do with whether or not he met with the club.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President,
clearly under standing orders the answer that the
minister began to give — and he is just in the very early
part of it — is relevant. He has mentioned the name of
the club that Mr Tee asked about in the question, and I
think he should be allowed to proceed.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his point of order. On this occasion I
do not intend to uphold it. For a start, the minister had
just commenced his answer. He has a considerable
amount of time to address the specific question that was
put. As members would be aware, I certainly cannot
direct a minister to answer a question. The remarks he
has made, whilst they have not specifically answered
the question at this point of his answer, were apposite to
the question. They were particularly apposite on this
day, in the view of the Chair, because I take it that the
minister’s comments thus far have been reaffirming a
position he put to the house yesterday that has been
subject to serious challenge by members of the
opposition in the course of proceedings today. It seems
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to me that the minister was using the opportunity
offered by this question to reaffirm his position as part
of the answer he will provide to the house. I am
mindful of debate and I do not wish to have extraneous
matters canvassed as part of debate, but at this juncture
the Chair accepts that the minister is well within his
rights to be answering as he has been to this point.
Hon. M. J. GUY — As I said, never has another
member of Parliament directly contacted me, in the
manner that the member for Monbulk did, to seek direct
influence over the urban growth boundary change —
never! What is amazing is that the only member of
Parliament to do this was from the Australian Labor
Party, the same party that is out there in newspapers
trying to oppose boundary change. It begs the question:
are they in favour of a process or not? The simple
answer is that you can meet — —
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, and
heeding your previous ruling, when Mr David Davis
answered a similar question reflecting on him in an
earlier question time, your advice to him was that that
should be done through a personal explanation. Mr Guy
is now debating the policies of another party rather than
answering the question about whether one or more
MPs — which is what Mr Guy said — have
approached him. I put it to you, President, that he
cannot have the advantage of a debate and a personal
explanation, because he has chosen not to make a
personal explanation.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On the point of order,
I do not accept that Mr Guy is commenting on the
policies of another party. He has been commenting on
representations that have been made to him on behalf of
a community group, which is the subject of this
question. It is quite different to the matter I ruled on in
respect of Mr Davis. I do not see this as a personal
explanation, notwithstanding that I have just said that I
certainly see that the minister is affirming the position
he put yesterday, presumably for the benefit of the
house in the context of proceedings earlier this day.
However, I was close to getting to my feet in my own
right on the basis I felt that the minister had begun to
debate the issue and that the information he was putting
to the house in this question time was very similar to
material he had canvassed yesterday — again in a
robust way. In my view it went beyond affirmation that
his information yesterday was accurate, which is what I
think he sought to do in the early part of his answer.
The minister is now moving into an area where he is
debating, fairly vigorously, some of the information
that has been put before, so I ask the minister to return
to the substance of the question.
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Hon. M. J. GUY — Representation and direct
lobbying are very different things.
Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I note that
essentially Mr Merlino is seeking to directly influence
Minister Guy when he writes to him. Is it the minister’s
position that when Mr Wakeling, the member for
Ferntree Gully in the Assembly, organises a meeting
with the minister and the golf club over the same land,
seeking the same outcome, that is something different?
Is it the minister’s position that Mr Wakeling was not
seeking to directly influence him in relation to the
inclusion of that land when he organised a meeting with
the golf club, which the minister attended?
Mrs Peulich interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I remind Mrs Peulich
that the minister does not require assistance with his
answer.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Labor
MPs have contacted me for support on certain
matters — like Ms Duncan, the member for Macedon
in the other place, did on wind farms. They say, ‘I am
not endorsing this; I am simply seeking clarification’.
Now Labor Party members have changed their tune.
Direct lobbying is where someone says, ‘I request you
include this land as a matter of priority in a government
process’, and you put it in print and send it to a
minister. Yet your party says, ‘We oppose that process’.

Carbon tax: employment
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations,
and I ask: can the minister outline to the house what the
impact on Victorian jobs will be of the
commonwealth’s carbon tax?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Industry in
Victoria is currently facing multiple challenges, and we
have outlined this before — a high dollar, soft
consumer demand and intense global competition.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Despite the laughter
of those opposite, these are difficult times. We know
businesses across this state do not need governments to
make life any harder for them than it already is. The
challenge for governments in these tough circumstances
is to identify policies to encourage gains in productivity
and competitiveness, because the key to securing a
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strong and successful future for our industries and to
generate well-rewarded work for all Victorians who
want to work is to ensure that our businesses are the
best and most competitive in our domestic markets and
also to encourage more and more of these businesses to
equip themselves to compete with the best in global
markets. That is where governments can provide
leadership. Those opposite continue to laugh about
where things are at, but those opposite have failed
miserably both in this state and nationally.
I will give one example of their incompetence. The
2006–07 manufacturing census, which was conducted
by the Australian Bureau of Statistics, found there were
1 063 900 Australians with jobs in the manufacturing
industry. I hope members opposite write that down,
because if we fast forward to today, we find that
71 000 fewer Australians have a job in manufacturing.
That is what has happened; 18 000 jobs have gone just
in manufacturing for every year Labor has been in
power in Canberra and when those opposite were at the
wheel as well. That is Labor’s dismal track record. I
note for Hansard that members opposite are not
laughing now, because they know that is their record.
It saddens me to report that the impact of Labor’s
incompetence is about to get much worse. If we did not
think it could get much worse, it is about to. We are
now learning of the damage which will be caused to the
state by the Gillard government’s carbon tax. An
analysis by Deloitte, which was prepared for the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, demonstrates just
how hard Victorians will be hit by this tax.
Mr Barber — On a point of order, President, the
minister is apparently referring to or reading from a
document being a report prepared for his government
by Deloitte, which he has provided exclusively to the
Herald Sun. I wonder if he would table it in the house?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — On the point of
order, President, for those in the Greens-Labor alliance,
what I am referring to is on the website at
www.heraldsun.com.au. There they will find a table
entitled ‘Taxing our jobs’, which sets it all out. I
recommend they read it.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the minister
whether that was the completion of his answer or
whether it was a response to the point of order?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — A response to the
point of order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! If a member is reading
from notes, members are entitled to ask that those notes
be tabled as a courtesy, particularly if a member is
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reading extensively. The member has an opportunity to
say they do not wish to table them — and that might be
a matter for conjecture. While the minister might be
making reference to the particular report that Mr Barber
has raised, he is clearly not quoting extensively from it,
and I do not see that he has an obligation to table it. As
a courtesy to the house Mr Dalla-Riva has indicated the
availability of that report on the internet, so members
and other interested parties would be able to access it
there. There is no requirement for him to table it. He
might be quoting some small sections from that report,
but clearly not extensively.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Thank you,
President. The Deloitte modelling, which is on the
website www.heraldsun.com.au, makes the point that
the Victorian economy will be $2.8 billion worse off
within four years under Labor’s carbon tax. It will also
reduce Victoria’s employment growth by 24 311 jobs
by 2015 — that is, 24 000 fewer jobs across the state
over the next four years due directly to the carbon tax.
Geelong, an area which Mr Koch represents, will be hit
hard. It will have 900 fewer jobs. Ballarat and Bendigo
will each end up with 500 fewer jobs due to the impact
of the carbon tax. If those opposite had a genuine
concern for industry in this state, if they had a genuine
concern about securing jobs for Victorians into the
future and if they were not sitting there laughing and
smirking about their achievements, they would be on
the phone to the Prime Minister demanding that she
scrap this poorly conceived tax. Those opposite should
speak up for Victorians, but instead they are standing
back as queasy onlookers, saying and doing nothing.
Supplementary question
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — Can the minister
further advise of other communities in Victoria that will
be hit hard by Labor’s carbon tax?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank
Mr Koch for his supplementary question because, of
course, this report at www.heraldsun.com.au also
mentions a number of other places. Monash, which is a
place known to the Leader of the Opposition in the
other place, will lose more than 1000 jobs by 2015 due
directly to Labor’s carbon tax. In fact, this tax will
destroy jobs across what were once considered to be the
Labor heartlands. In Banyule, 451 jobs will be gone; in
Darebin, there will be 439 fewer jobs; in Greater
Dandenong, 498 jobs will be gone; in Hume, 494 jobs
will be gone; in Maribyrnong, it will be 295; in Moonee
Valley, 422; in Moreland, 316; in Port Phillip it will be
1083; and in Yarra, it will be 792 — and so it goes on.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Thursday, 18 August 2011

COUNCIL

Those opposite come into this house feigning concerns
about job losses, but what will they have to say to the
workers in the great industrial centres of the state as
Labor’s carbon tax wipes out thousands of job
opportunities?

Information and communications technology:
procurement process
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is directed to the Assistant Treasurer,
Gordon Rich-Phillips. I refer the minister to the botched
tendering of the e-services panel which has devastated
the confidence of the Victorian ICT industry, the
corollary of which may be the flight of ICT investment
and ICT jobs from Victoria. I also refer him to his press
release dated 14 July in which he stated:
It was apparent there was a need for a broader panel to meet
the government’s ICT requirements.

Given that 600 firms applied, was the failure to provide
a broad range of firms to meet government needs a
failure of the design of the process or the administration
of the process?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mr Somyurek for his question. Of
course, I do not accept the premise of the statement he
has made. Mr Somyurek has asked me about a tender
process that is now a live tender process, so I do not
propose to comment on the tender process that is
currently under way. But as Mr Somyurek has noted,
the government is undertaking a refresh of the
e-services panel to provide more opportunities for ICT
companies to engage with government and to provide a
broader pool of suppliers to government from which to
engage. I note that process has been welcomed by
industry.
Supplementary question
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Given the impact of the e-services panel on Victoria
maintaining its national lead in ICT, did the minister
receive a briefing, either written or oral, prior to the
request for tenders — I repeat, prior to the request for
tenders?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — As I said to the house earlier, this is a live
tender process and I do not intend to discuss the process
while it is under way.
Mr Somyurek — Technically I am not sure whether
this is a point of order; it is just for the assistance of the
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minister. He might have misheard me; I think his
auditory processing abilities might be a little — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Somyurek — Sorry. In fairness, I did say twice
‘prior to the commencement of the tender process’.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister feels he
has completed his answer, and I am not in a position to
direct him alternatively.

Children: Take a Break program
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development. Can the minister inform the
house of her latest efforts to lobby the federal
government to provide funding and support for
occasional child care?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I thank the member
for her question and for her ongoing interest in the
provision of child care in Victoria and the federal
government’s failure to supply funding for an area that
is its prime responsibility — that is, the resourcing of
child care.
As I previously informed the house, since early in my
term as minister I have been lobbying the federal
government to restore funding for the Take a Break
program, funding it ripped out of the budget in May
2010. It ripped this funding out of the budget without
any discussion with the states, service providers or
families. It was ripped out of the budget in May, and
that would have meant services would have closed six
weeks later. We also know that the shadow minister has
spectacularly failed in trying to lobby the federal
government, because she also admitted that she had
lobbied it, but to no effect.
Victoria has money on the table ready to go to extend
the funding for occasional care, providing the federal
government lives up to its responsibilities and restores
the funding it ripped out of this program last year. I
have written to the federal minister on a number of
occasions on this matter; I have met with the federal
minister; I have had telephone conversations with the
federal minister, but she continues to ignore the need
for funding for occasional care in Victoria.
Yesterday I wrote to the Leader of the Opposition in
this state appealing to him to sign a joint open letter to
Kate Ellis, the federal minister for Minister for
Employment Participation and Childcare, asking her to
review the eligibility for funding of the child-care

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
2548

COUNCIL

benefit and child-care rebate to make it available to
occasional care providers. Did the opposition leader
sign that letter? No, the opposition leader refused to
sign that letter. He refused to stand up for Victorian
families. Instead, he put his Labor mates in Canberra
first. Labor first, Victorian families last — that is the
position of the state Labor opposition leader.
We are continuing to lobby the federal government to
live up to its responsibilities. Labor is using Victorian
families for short-term political gain.

Children: Take a Break program
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development. As the minister is aware,
many of her own constituents have expressed concerns
about the impact her axing of the Take a Break program
will have on their towns where no alternative child-care
options are available — towns like Mooroopna, already
affected by job losses. I ask the minister: what analysis
has her department made of the impact her axing of this
program will have on employment in regional
communities?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I thank the shadow
minister for giving me the opportunity to talk about
Mooroopna and the job losses in Mooroopna at the
SPC Ardmona cannery that are due to federal
government policies. Coca-Cola Amatil has said that
federal government policies like the modernisation of
awards — —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President — —
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — Ms Mikakos mentioned
it.
Ms Mikakos — My question was specifically on
whether the minister’s department has provided her
with an analysis on the axing of the Take a Break
program. It was not about SPC Ardmona, it was about
the impact that cutting the Take a Break program will
have on employment in regional communities. The
minister should take this seriously; these are her
constituents.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of order,
President, it is clear that the member did mention job
losses in Mooroopna; that was precisely part of her
question. The minister is responding directly to the
member’s points about job losses in Mooroopna that
are the federal government’s responsibility.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! First of all, in respect
of points of order it is not helpful when Ms Mikakos
then lectures the minister as part of the point of order.
The point of order is about a problem with the
procedures, not about having a shot at the other side.
On this occasion the question provided the minister
with an opportunity to take this tack in her answer
because, as I understand it, the question included a
reference to job losses. Therefore, the minister is quite
entitled to answer all the question in any way she sees
fit, notwithstanding that those remarks might have been
embellishment or supporting information, as distinct
from the exact point Ms Mikakos was trying to get an
answer on.
As I said, the words were there, phrased in the question.
The minister has an opportunity to actually answer the
question or any part of the question she wishes to. The
minister, to continue.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — I continue with my
answer. As I was saying, the federal government’s
award modernisation and policies around food labelling
laws, the carbon tax and the uncertainty of the carbon
tax are all having an effect on food processors in the
Goulburn Valley and have led to the loss of 150 jobs in
Mooroopna. It is a loss of jobs that I take very
seriously, because these are jobs in my community, and
the policies of the federal government are causing these
losses.
A further impact on the community of Mooroopna may
be the winding back or closure of its occasional care
program, which would also be due to the policy of the
federal government to stop funding occasional care.
The federal government could fix this. It could put its
money back into this program, or it could make
changes to the eligibility for child-care benefits and
rebates so that people who use occasional care could
benefit from those payments as well. That would fix
part of the problem of the lack of funding for occasional
care in Victoria.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — The
minister has clearly failed to answer my question. I ask
her to advise the house on what advice she has received
from her department as to how many Take a Break
employees will lose their jobs when funding is
concluded.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — My department is
working with the Take a Break providers, unlike the
federal government, which washed its hands of it. It is
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the federal government’s responsibility, but it is not
doing anything to work with these providers. My
department, in the absence of the federal government
doing anything, is working with the providers to try to
find alternative solutions for them. They are getting the
Department of Education, Employment and Workplace
Relations to attend some of these meetings to try to
provide advice to the child-care services on what other
opportunities may be available. The final estimate of
what services will continue in this state has not been
made yet, so that advice is not available at this point.

Health: pharmaceutical benefits scheme
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Health, who is also the
Minister for Ageing, Mr David Davis. I ask the minister
to inform the house what the impact of the
commonwealth’s changes to the pharmaceutical
benefits scheme will be on Victorians.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
thankful to the member for this question because it
relates to the important matter of the pharmaceutical
benefits scheme (PBS), the commonwealth’s
administration of the scheme and its impact on Victoria.
Mr Lenders — Are you responsible for anything?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Absolutely, and I am
indicating some matters of great significance to
Victoria. The Finances and Public Administration
References Committee of the Senate just yesterday
brought down a report on the government’s
administration of the pharmaceutical benefits scheme. I
am grateful to that Senate committee. It has looked at
the changes proposed by the commonwealth
government and in fact implemented in terms of the
approach to approvals of pharmaceuticals. I pay tribute
to the work of a number of members of that committee.
I note Senator Di Natale, the new Greens senator, is a
member of that committee, and Senator Scott Ryan has
taken a particular interest in a number of these matters.
The point here is that the new arrangements for the
pharmaceutical benefits scheme that have been
introduced by the federal minister — the deferral of
listing and arrangements and funding for
pharmaceuticals — will have an impact on patients, the
community and on state administration of a number of
these areas.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am putting on record my
concerns about changes that have been made at the
federal level. I am doing that, I remind Mr Lenders, in a
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very moderate and reasonable way. I am pointing out
that the Senate committee tabled a report that provides
guidance and information to Victorians about the
impact. I note some of the recommendations and
comments. The committee spent two months looking at
these matters. It noted that the March announcement by
the commonwealth government would mean that all
new items approved by the Pharmaceutical Benefits
Advisory Council that will increase the cost of the PBS
will need to be considered by cabinet and will delay the
availability of a number of these key pharmaceuticals.
The committee said the federal government changes to
how new medicines are listed on the pharmaceutical
benefits scheme are ‘profound and ill considered’.
Mr Jennings — But what are they?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Let me explain to
Mr Jennings. There will be a delay — —
Mr Jennings — I have been waiting for 3 minutes.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am just going through this
very carefully for Mr Jennings. The recommendation of
the committee was that the government withdraw its
statement made in February on the deferral of new
medicines.
Mr Jennings — No; what is the implication? You
have not named one implication for Victoria. You
haven’t even found, in 3 minutes, the reason why the
question was asked.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am trying to help
Mr Jennings. Let me go through this. The delay will
shift the cost to the treatment of patients in the public
health system in Victoria.
Mr Jennings — Yes, but you don’t pay that.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — There are some
contributions. There will be arrangements. In Victoria
public hospitals control what medicines are supplied
through the hospital, and the hospital supplier
reimburses for PBS-listed medicines and will, on
occasion, need to assist with medicines.
Mr Jennings — How much do you pay for
medicines in hospital?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I can find that out for
Mr Jennings and give him an exact figure, if he would
like. But there are costs that are not reimbursed by the
pharmaceutical benefits scheme, and there will be a
delay in the arrangements here that will generate
additional costs at a state level. I am concerned the
deferrals will create further clinical and financial
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uncertainty for patients and the public health system.
Mr Jennings will need to focus on some of this, and I
will be focusing — —
The PRESIDENT — Time!

Children: Take a Break program
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I refer
my question without notice to the Minister for Children
and Early Childhood Development. I ask the minister
whether she will now act to ensure that regional and
small, isolated rural communities are not left without
any local occasional child care, threatening their local
jobs, and will the government now respond to affected
communities calling for her to reinstate funding to Take
a Break?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I do not know how
many times the shadow minister needs to be told that
the funding of child care is a federal responsibility. She
knows this: she actually admitted in this house that she
had lobbied her federal counterparts — lobbied them
unsuccessfully but lobbied them all the same — to
restore the funding they ripped out of this program.
Victoria has its offer on the table. I suggest that the
shadow minister lobby her federal counterparts further
to get them to put their money back in, and there will be
no problem with this program continuing.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I refer
to the Leader of the Opposition’s letter asking — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I note that on a
number of occasions Mr O’Donohue says things like
‘Eyes up’ and refers to members reading things. I paid
attention last night during Mr O’Donohue’s
adjournment item and noticed that he read his entire
speech. It is not helpful to be reprimanding members in
this place for reading questions without notice. It is the
longstanding practice that, because of the limited
amount of time available to members, they are able to
write their questions before asking those questions, and
they deserve the courtesy of the house in reading those
questions. They have limited time and, as with the
90-second statements, it is important that members
have the opportunity to read their questions. In many
cases ministers also rely extensively on notes for their
answers. I know there are a number of members who
remark about other members reading speeches or
reading from notes in this place. I keep an eye on it, as I
am sure do the acting presidents and the Deputy
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President. If there is a problem with it, we will correct
it. We do not need interjections on this matter.
Ms MIKAKOS — My supplementary question is to
the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development. I refer to the Leader of the Opposition’s
letter asking the Premier to meet with a delegation of
affected parents and staff. I ask the minister whether
she will take up the Leader of the Opposition’s offer to
meet that delegation and also whether she will join me
at 1 o’clock on the front steps of Parliament to meet
with affected families, including many of her own
constituents.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I can assure the
shadow minister that I do not need the Leader of the
Opposition to organise any delegations for me. I have
met with many of these communities. On 1 July I met
with the Tallygaroopna, Murchison, Katandra West,
Barmah, Tongala and Toolamba occasional care
providers. I have met with Victoria Weatherlake and
others from the Chelsea area, and I have a delegation
coming to the Parliament today. I am unable to be out
on the steps at 1 o’clock due to a longstanding
appointment that was scheduled at that time so that we
would not be interrupted by the bells in the chamber. It
is an important meeting, and it could not be changed. I
have invited a delegation from the protest group to meet
with me after my other meeting. I would like to invite
the shadow minister to join me in a delegation to lobby
her federal colleague, Kate Ellis, and the federal
government, which is the level of government
responsible for the funding of child care.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development: appointments
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My question
without notice is to the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills, who is also the Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession, Mr Hall. I ask the minister — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Drum, without
assistance.
Mr DRUM — From the puppets in the back row.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Drum! I ask
Mr Drum to continue with his question.
Mr DRUM — Thank you. Can the minister — —

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Thursday, 18 August 2011

COUNCIL

An honourable member — He has already
protected you from Mr O’Donohue!
Mr DRUM — And a puppet in the front row. Can
the minister advise the house — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr DRUM — You are not smart enough to be a
puppet!
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise Mr Drum that
I am standing; he is not. This talk of puppets is
ridiculous. Mr Leane’s remark was also most
unparliamentary in the circumstances. It is not helpful
when I have directed Mr Drum to continue with his
question to have further provocation that invites him to
make other remarks. It is just not helpful to the
proceedings of the Parliament. Mr Drum, to continue
with his question.
Mr Leane — Oh, to be as smart as Damian — I
wish!
Mr DRUM — Put some soap in!
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Leane is on a
warning. Mr Drum to continue.
Mr DRUM — Can the minister advise the house of
any recent changes in leadership of his department?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I have great pleasure in advising the
house that this morning there was an announcement of
some significant senior appointments in the Victorian
public service. Some of them were particularly relevant
to the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development. If members are not already aware, I
inform them that Richard Bolt, currently the Secretary
of the Department of Primary Industries, has been
appointed as the new Secretary of the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development. Richard
Bolt, as I am sure many members will know, has been
the Secretary of the Department of Primary Industries
since November 2006 and has done an outstanding job
in that role. I welcome his appointment as Secretary of
the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development and look forward to working with him,
and I know my other ministerial colleagues Ms Lovell
and Mr Dixon share that enthusiasm for working with
him in the future.
I also want to thank Jeff Rosewarne, who is currently
the acting secretary of the department, and congratulate
him on his appointment as Secretary of the Department
of Primary Industries. I extend to Mr Rosewarne a
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heartfelt thanks for the work he has done not only in the
last nine months as acting secretary of the department
but also over his long and distinguished career in public
service, particularly the years he spent in education. Jeff
Rosewarne started with the department of education
back in 1980 and has served almost continually in
education since that time, albeit for a brief period of
time in recent years when he served with the bushfire
recovery authority. As I said, Mr Rosewarne started in
1980. I met Jeff Rosewarne when I became a member
of this place in the late 1980s and respected him then
for his fine abilities. He has employed those fine
abilities to provide exemplary service to governments
of all persuasions over the course of that time. While he
will be a loss to education, he will certainly be a
decided asset to the Department of Primary Industries,
and I am sure he will go on to serve that department
and the Victorian public well into the future.
I congratulate both Mr Bolt and Mr Rosewarne on
those appointments. I also extend congratulations to
Andrew Tongue, who has been appointed as the
Secretary of the Department of Planning and
Community Development. We all rely on the skills and
abilities of the senior public servants who operate in
this state, and the three I have mentioned today have
been and will be fine public servants. I congratulate
them on their appointments.

Children: beauty pageants
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question today is for the Minister for Education and
Early Childhood Development, Ms Lovell. Yesterday
my motion calling for a referral to the child safety
commissioner in relation to child beauty pageants was
debated and passed with the support of all parties. It
was clear from the debate that all parties have genuine
concerns about these practices. There was no
opposition to the motion, including from the
government. I ask the minister when she will make a
referral to the child safety commissioner on the issue of
child beauty pageants.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — As I have said in
this house during question time this week, I have made
a referral to the child safety commissioner. I asked him
to attend the Universal Royalty Beauty Pageant that
was held in Melbourne at the end of July. The
commissioner has reported back to me, and I will repeat
the findings of the commissioner’s report. The
commissioner said:
… my overall impression was one of people having fun
… there was no dynamic of unsafe or coercive practice.
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I spoke to the members of the audience, parents, kids and
others, and they all seem pretty happy and enthusiastic.
…
I didn’t get a feeling of oversexualisation ….
…
I saw nothing sinister, unsafe or degrading during my visit.

However, he said that in his opinion, and in the opinion
of the government:
… we should remain vigilant around children’s pageants
simply because they are based on a perception of competitive
beauty and personal appearance.

At this stage there is no evidence of a need to overreact
with further legislation or regulation around this
industry. We will continue to keep a close eye on future
pageants. If the need arises for further regulation of this
industry, we will then work with the child safety
commissioner and, if necessary, the Victorian
Children’s Council, of which the child safety
commissioner is a member, in order to address those
issues.
Supplementary question
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I am
quite disappointed with the minister’s answer, because I
think it was fairly clear yesterday that people had raised
real concerns about these beauty pageants. I intend to
write to the child safety commissioner asking him to
research this matter, considering the government has
refused to do that. The minister in her answer today
talked about the information she had received from the
child safety commissioner. When will that report be
presented to the Parliament or will it be presented in
another way?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I am very happy to
table and make available a copy of the child safety
commissioner’s report and also a copy of my response
to the child safety commissioner today.

Planning: north-eastern suburbs
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question today is for my friend and colleague the
Minister for Planning, the Honourable Matthew Guy.
Can the minister inform the house how the Baillieu
government is acting on urban renewal outcomes for
Melbourne’s north-eastern suburbs?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
my good friend and colleague Mr Ondarchie for
another excellent question focusing on urban renewal
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and job generation for Melbourne’s northern suburbs.
Recently Mr Ondarchie and I visited the city of
Banyule to see the Greensborough central project and
to commit a further $2.14 million to the Greensborough
Walk. This is a magnificent project that will create jobs
in Banyule. Local jobs will redefine the town centre
and will see Greensborough grow to be the capital of
the north-eastern suburbs of Melbourne.
The project is led brilliantly by the City of Banyule,
including the mayor, Peter McKenna, whom I pay
tribute to, and by councillors Wayne Phillips, Jenny
Mulholland and Steven Briffa and the other councillors
of the City of Banyule. I congratulate CEO Simon
McMillan and the staff at Banyule City Council for
some excellent leadership in relation to the
Greensborough Walk project and the urban renewal
that is taking place in the heart of Greensborough.
What we are seeing in our local areas in the
north-eastern suburbs — which are represented by
Mr Ondarchie and me, and parts of that municipality
are represented by Mr Dalla-Riva, Mrs Kronberg and
the President — is a change that will see a great town
centre being built in Greensborough in the next decade.
This town centre is being built and pursued by the
Banyule City Council, which has been leading this
project in a fantastic way.
We were pleased to commit the funds from the Baillieu
government and to see that job generation taking place
in Melbourne’s northern suburbs. It is job generation
that will see Greensborough grow. There is
$2.14 million — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — The chief sulker in the
opposition can go and whinge all he likes. He can sulk
all he likes, but I guarantee that we will build him a
fruit shop so he can buy his lemons to suck on so he can
stay sour, because this government, the Baillieu
government, believes in job generation in the
north-east.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I hear the thespian piping up.
We have heard a bit from him today. We will be giving
him marks out of 10. But instead I will give a 10 out of
10 to Greensborough; the government will give a 10
out of 10 to Greensborough; we will give a 10 out of 10
to job generation in the northern suburbs. The only
threat to this is research from Deloitte showing that a
carbon tax, advocated by federal Labor and supported
by the fruit shop owner on the other side of the
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chamber, the thespian, the wannabe member for
Hotham and the rest of them up the back — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Here he comes. Come on down
spinner!
Mr Viney — On a point of order, President, one
could only describe that as a litany of sledging,
including references to alleged occupations of members
of Parliament that are clearly quite insulting.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Viney — I am not quite sure of the implication
of that suggestion, but I hope it is not what I suspect. It
would be better if the President could advise the
minister that if we are going to have a debate on
parliamentary standards, which we have already started,
the minister might like to start that when answering
questions during question time.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Being a fruit shop
owner is a noble profession. Nonetheless, I understand
the point that has been made, and the point is valid. Had
there not been a point of order made, I would have been
on my feet, because Mr Guy’s answer had been focused
for too long on members of the opposition. I accept that
that was not without some provocation, but nonetheless
Mr Guy was asked a question in respect of
Greensborough which, as he indicated earlier in his
answer, would be of certain interest to me as I am sure
it would be to most members of this house, given that it
is one of Melbourne’s activity centres. I would have
thought it would have been more beneficial to the house
if Mr Guy were to return to discussing the original
answer that he was providing to the question, rather
than getting sucked in by the provocation of members
to my left. There is a full round of AFL matches in
Melbourne this weekend, so if Mr Guy feels the need to
exert that vigour, I advise him to book in for one of
those matches. Mr Finn and I would be delighted to see
him at the Melbourne-Richmond game.
Hon. M. J. GUY — The good news is that the
government will still move the fruit and vegetable
market to the northern suburbs so that people can still
buy their fresh fruit — lemons, maybe a lime or maybe
some other sour fruit — in the north. The coalition
government is investing a further $2.14 million in the
Greensborough Walk project, which, as you quite
correctly say, President, many members are interested
in seeing succeed.
Again I congratulate Banyule City Council on some
excellent work. Mr Ondarchie and I are privileged to be
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associated with a project that has seen that money go
towards real jobs growth in the northern suburbs. While
Labor’s carbon tax seeks to cost Banyule 450 jobs, we
are seeking to create jobs.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
an answer to question 703.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — In
question time on Tuesday in relation to a matter I raised
regarding the release of information about the Alcoa
coalmine, the minister undertook to get back to me
within 48 hours. We are at 46 hours now, but that
should not matter for the purpose of this. I have
received a letter which affirms the department’s refusal
to give me the material. Do I take it from the minister
that that is his response and that he has dealt with my
question that he took on notice?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
advice I have taken from the department’s FOI officer
reflects what we have provided to Mr Barber, and I
believe that would satisfy the answer to the question he
has asked.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — During question
time the Minister for Employment and Industrial
Relations, Mr Dalla-Riva, in replying to a question
from Mr Barber, referred to a report that he said was
available on the Herald Sun website. I have taken the
trouble during question time to have a look. I can
advise you, President, that in fact the report is not
available on the website. There is a table on the
website, and my understanding is that at the time the
minister was answering questions and making
comments on a range of issues beyond the scope of
what was in that table on the website. I ask whether the
report could be tabled, as was requested at the time.
The PRESIDENT — Order! We are having
question time after question time during which these
two matters are being raised; nonetheless they do refer
to matters that I believe are of interest to the house. The
minister is not obliged to table that report. Private
consultancy reports are not ordinarily tabled in
Parliament; however, the minister is certainly able to
make that report available to members of the house if
he is prepared to do so. That would be at the minister’s
discretion. Would Mr Dalla-Riva have any guidance for
the house at this point?
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Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I appreciate
Mr Viney raising this matter again because it is
important for everyone to understand what is available.
As I indicated in relation to the point of order raised, it
is on the website. The details and the job numbers are
on the website, and that is what I sourced. In relation to
any report that I do not have, I was referring to the
report at www.heraldsun.com.au.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I have
10 questions on notice, nos 1026–1035, relating to the
portfolio of roads that are overdue by quite a few
weeks, which I understand in the Council come under
the responsibility of Mr Guy. I request Mr Guy to
follow up on why these questions have not been
answered and when they will be answered.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I will
follow up the member’s request and get those answers
to him as soon as I can.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I have a
number of outstanding answers to questions on
notice — 1 from Minister Dalla-Riva, 3 from Minister
Davis, 2 from Minister Guy, 3 from Minister Hall,
19 from Minister Lovell and 1 from Minister
Rich-Phillips. They are the following questions on
notice: 818, 810, 811, 839–841, 809, 819, 838, 794–99,
2308, 2310–21 and 845. I would be happy to accept a
response from the Leader of the Government.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I will
follow up on those questions with the ministers.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
raise again the issue of outstanding answers to
questions 108 and 114. In order to provide the minister,
the Leader of the Government and Mr Guy with some
further and better particulars to assist them in the
chasing up of these questions, which have been
outstanding since 1 March, I can indicate to Minister
Davis that no. 108 was a question to him for the
Premier. In order to specifically assist him, I ask if he
could raise that matter with the Premier for response.
The other question, 114, was to Minister Guy for the
Minister for Public Transport. On numerous occasions I
have asked Mr Davis about both of those questions.
Perhaps I could ask Mr Guy to follow up question 114
with the Minister for Public Transport, given my lack
of success with the Leader of the Government and the
fact that the question was initially directed to Mr Guy.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
President, I have followed those matters up, and I
understand there is some movement occurring there.
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The member will be very happy with that. But for the
member’s benefit I make the point that in his role as
Minister for Public Transport he could have answered
question 351 in the last Parliament. That question was
put on notice on 23 May 2007 and was still on the
notice paper on 31 October 2010.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — I became minister in 2010.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — His record on answering
questions in government goes well over three years.
Even though he was not minister for all of that time, he
could have answered questions directed to the Minister
for Public Transport at any point during his time as the
Minister for Public Transport, but he chose not to
answer at all.
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — President, I
seek an explanation from the Minister for Health in
relation to answers to questions on notice 615 and 617.
Notice of these questions was first given on 7 April. I
have raised these matters on several occasions in the
house. In response on one of those occasions, 16 June,
the Minister for Health advised me that he had followed
up answers to these questions on notice and had been
informed that the responses were on their way. Clearly
whoever provided that response to the minister did not
correctly inform the minister because it is inconceivable
that a response that was on its way on 16 June would
not have arrived by today. I seek a further explanation
from the Minister for Health in relation to these
outstanding questions on notice.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I can
assure the member they will be responded to, and I will
further assist the process of obtaining them.
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
seek an explanation from Minister Lovell with regard to
19 questions on notice, numbering 856 to 874.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
will look into those questions and get back to the
member.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, President,
I think Ms Pulford well knows the rules about props
and wearing badges in the chamber.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Yes, we are not to
wear badges, T-shirts or suchlike.
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PARLIAMENTARY SALARIES AND
SUPERANNUATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — Labor will be
opposing this bill. This bill is an attempt by the
government to distract us from the fact that it is not
doing much with legislation; it is essentially a stunt and
nothing more than a stunt. But also of much concern is
the extent to which democracy is under threat and
attack in Victoria in 2011. We have an FOI process that
is centralised in the Premier’s office, a parliamentary
committee structure that is stripped of resources and a
government that seems happy and confident to rest on
its majority of one in both houses — and Victorian
democracy is the poorer for it.
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emerged: the overwhelming majority of the names he
referred to belong to Labor Party members of
Parliament. Although Mr Ondarchie may perhaps have
been trying to make an argument about what
constitutes, in his mind, appropriate parliamentary
representation for a community, I think what he did was
make a very strong case that this penalty will be
imposed with far greater frequency on members of the
opposition parties.
The Baillieu-Ryan coalition said before the election that
it would usher into Victoria a new era of transparency,
accountability and decency in public life and would get
rid of the spin and what it said was a degree of secrecy
within government. But only yesterday we had the
spectacle of government members singing from the
Josephine Cafagna ‘lines’ document and the Leader of
the Government coming in and saying, ‘Actually the
plan is different. We will go a different way on this
vote’.

This bill adds salt to the wounds by proposing to
impose a penalty on members in some circumstances
when they are standing up for their electorates. Plenty
of passionate debate occurs in this place on all manner
of issues on various occasions, and sometimes people
get very excited and debate becomes very heated. My
great concern is that this Baillieu-Ryan government
initiative will result in members pulling their punches,
stepping back and not prosecuting arguments in the
interests of their communities with the same vigour that
they might have. This bill imposes a financial penalty
on members who are named by the presiding officers.

The government has a fully functioning, mature and
robust spin unit operating out of the Premier’s office,
committees are underresourced, the upper house
committee structure operates very differently from the
way everybody envisaged before the election and the
government’s enthusiasm for openness and
transparency has somewhat changed in light of a
one-seat majority in both houses. I have heard answers
to questions without notice and received answers to
questions on notice that are dubious at best. This bill is
just a further assault on Victorian democracy.

With all due respect, President, presiding officers are
the appointees of the party in government. Whilst I do
not want these comments to be taken in any way as a
reflection on the way you undertake your duties,
President, appointments to the positions of Speaker and
President of the Parliament are gifts of the ruling party
and are therefore partisan. They therefore have skin in
the game that is the cut and thrust of parliamentary
debate in Victoria.

Amendments to the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968 are being considered in the
Assembly in another form. Just yesterday the
government introduced legislation to cap salaries for
MPs according to wages policy. But again, in another
example of this government’s loose-with-the-truth
style, as I was driving around one morning last week I
heard on the radio an interview with Jon Faine in which
the Premier talked about wages policy being inflation
plus productivity.

Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Ms PULFORD — ‘Cut and thrust’ is an expression
that is used to describe parliamentary debate from time
to time. Mr Davis would know that, because he is often
in the middle of it.
Mr Ondarchie came into this place and reeled off a list
of names of people who had been suspended from the
Parliament. Whilst I was not able to hear all of his
contribution, the part I heard represented quite a roll
call of names. Certainly a theme and commonality

We have heard this government describe wages policy
in any number of different ways — inflation plus
productivity, 2.5 per cent plus productivity and a flat
2.5 per cent. Members will be familiar with the
mistruths that were told before the election about
Victoria moving to have the highest paid teachers in
Australia and about remuneration for social and
community sector workers after the Fair Work
Australia determination as well as the undertakings, or
at least the impressions, that were given to members of
Victoria Police regarding what the then opposition, now
government, thought were appropriate levels of
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remuneration for them. The question of parliamentary
salaries will be back in this place before long.
This debate is about the issue of fining a member in the
order of $385 for every day on which they are named. It
is an appalling stunt and a flimsy cover for a
government that is not doing a great deal. When
combined with this government’s approach to FOI, to
parliamentary oversight and to the conduct of the
Premier and indeed ministers in Parliament, and in light
of the possible tampering with transcripts of radio
interviews as was alleged in the Legislative Assembly
yesterday, what we have is an unsteady standard of
democracy in Victoria that is being further undermined
by this government and significantly undermined by
this legislation. Labor will oppose this appalling
decision of the Baillieu government.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — The proposition
that is before the house in this legislation challenges
some of the very important principles upon which our
parliamentary democracy is based in this state, in this
nation and under the Westminster system. I say that as
someone who is proud to be a part of this system and
has generally tried to defend, protect and respect the
institution we operate in.
When I have the opportunity to talk to young people
who are visiting the Parliament one of the things I often
ask them is, ‘Have you seen politicians behaving badly
on television?’. They always say they have. I
acknowledge, with them, that sometimes politicians in
this place behave worse than those students would
behave in their classrooms. I have observed that, and I
may well have been guilty of that on occasion.
However, I go on to point out to those young people
that what is taking place in Parliament is the contest of
ideas. All of us in society have different views about
how things should be managed and run. What takes
place in here is the resolution of those different views.
It occurs through debate and through votes, and when
we walk out of here that is accepted.
In our society the resolution of different views takes
place at an election, and at the end of that election
government sometimes changes — that is, power shifts
from one group of people or one party to another group
of people or party. That change in power occurs with a
handshake. The resolution of our different views is
done through legislation and debate in this place.
Sometimes that contest of ideas and debate involves
words that might not be appropriate in other forums,
such as a school classroom. However, all that is
happening in here is debate — it is words. In other
societies those differences are sometimes resolved by
other means. Our system of resolution of different
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opinions through this mechanism of debate in the
Parliament is by far the more preferable method of
resolution.
I turn to what is at risk through this legislation. It
challenges the fundamentals of this place — that we
resolve our differences through debate — by legislating
that if that contest of ideas through debate happens in a
particular way, then someone can be fined. I think that
is going down the wrong path.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr VINEY — You are actually proving my point,
Mr Drum — thank you very much. I appreciate that
you are proving my point that this is a contest of ideas,
that there is robust debate and that sometimes when
someone is talking another member may interject and
behave in a rude way that would not occur in a
classroom.
We need to be careful that we respect the tradition and
value of what we do in this place. Sometimes our
debates are conducted in a manner that would not be
appropriate in other forums in our society.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr VINEY — I think my tone in this contribution
has been fairly measured, and I will continue to try to
be measured.
I am concerned that this legislation is going to take this
Parliament down a different route — a route of
restraining debate in a particular way. I am not sure that
is a good development for the Parliament or for
democracy, because I do not believe we should be
placing presiding officers in the position where they are
to adjudge whether a member of Parliament will be in
effect fined.
As Deputy President I will on occasion be in the chair
and will be, as I understand the rules, one of only two
people in this place to have the authority to name
someone. I have not discussed this with you, President,
but I suspect you may have an inclination similar to
mine. I would normally be very reluctant to name a
member, but I would be even more reluctant to name
someone after the passage of this bill. Potentially this
proposed legislation could be counterproductive to its
intent, because if a member is behaving in an unruly
manner, there are provisions for the President or me to
suspend someone for a short period of up to
30 minutes. That does not require the agreement of the
house; there is an automatic capacity for it to occur.
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One can foresee a circumstance where a member might
refuse to leave the chamber, which occurred in the last
Parliament. That would then put the President or me in
a position where the only recourse would probably be
to name someone. There may be instances where a
member feels so passionate or so aggrieved about an
issue that they will continue to debate something
despite being asked to change their tone or language, or
to withdraw a certain remark and so on. These things
can sometimes occur because of the intensity with
which a member feels something. In those
circumstances it is appropriate for the President or
Deputy President to be able to name a member, but if
the consequence of that is not only their suspension for
the remainder of the day but a monetary penalty, then
that puts a different pressure on the President or Deputy
President to proceed with that naming. There is
potential for this proposed legislation to be
counterproductive and in fact to make it a bit more
difficult for the Presiding Officer to retain control over
the chamber. That would be an unfortunate
development.
I do not want to spend much time responding to some
of the contributions made by others, but I observe that
some of them were unnecessarily accusatory about the
behaviour of members on particular sides of the
chamber. It is not particularly helpful for members to
make suggestions that members on one side or the other
are more guilty on these matters. We have to accept that
because of the nature of this place and the passions of
the people who are attracted to this business there are
going to be occasions where debate is — members have
been saying ‘robust’ — inappropriate and would not be
acceptable in other forums. We need to accept that is
going to happen in this place, and I believe we have an
adequate sanction on that. The sanction is effectively in
our own hands by the mechanism of the suspension of
the member for a short period or by naming by the
President. If a member is named, there can be a motion
for that member to be suspended for the remainder of
the day.
Mr Barber was one of the members who spoke on this
bill and said there is a need to uphold standards, but it
was Mr Barber and his colleagues who in the past
supported the then opposition in preventing the
suspension of a member the President had named. That
was a very unfortunate development, because it
undermined our capacity to exercise the discipline that
we need to have in this place. I am one who respects the
chamber and the democratic process. I am happy to
confess that on occasions I have pushed the envelope in
terms of parliamentary behaviour. The former
President, Mr Smith, threw me out of this place on at
least two occasions: once when I referred to Mr Guy by
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his first name and on another occasion when my
telephone rang after I forgot to put it on silent. I am not
saying that I am purer than anyone else in here — that
certainly would not be my line of argument — but it is
not helpful for members to suggest in this debate that
people on one side of politics are more guilty of
misbehaviour than the other.
As I said, it is entirely in our control to manage the
sanction, and we have the capacity to do so under the
current rules. It is not necessary to introduce a monetary
penalty. That would be a bad development in the
principles of what this place is about. It could
potentially restrict members from contributing in a
robust way or pursuing matters as they wish to. It could
potentially be counterproductive if presiding officers
become more reticent about naming members because
of the potential implications beyond suspension for the
remainder of the day.
For those reasons I join with the opposition in opposing
this legislation and urge the house to go down these
paths much more carefully in the future. I accept that
this proposed legislation is going to pass on the 21-19
rule — or in this case I think it is going to be 24-16. I
accept that that is what is going to happen, but I think
the house ought to reflect on the potential implications
on what is a very good system for us to resolve our
differences in our society. Anything that diminishes the
capacity for us to resolve our differences using a robust
method of debate potentially risks us losing control of
the system as we know it and opens up the possibility
of much less pleasant mechanisms for society to resolve
its differences.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) —
As members would be aware, I seldom participate in
debate. The only debate I have participated in since my
election as President of this place was on the
appropriation bill. As I did on that occasion, the stance I
will take in this debate will not be partisan or political
because, notwithstanding that I can exercise my
opportunities to speak as a member of this place, I
recognise that the objectivity of the position I hold is
very important. I want to make a couple of quick points
on this, because clearly this legislation affects the
presiding officers and in that sense I wish the house to
be informed of my view.
As I indicated to Mr Lenders at the outset of this
debate — and I thank him for the courtesy initially
extended to the Chair in seeking to constrain the debate
so that there would be no reflection on the current
Presiding Officer — I unleashed his debate, in a sense.
At that time I indicated that I did not believe it would
be a reflection on the Presiding Officer if the debate
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proceeded robustly. I simply put on record that I did not
seek these extra powers as a Presiding Officer, and I do
not believe that it will be necessary for me to use them
in the future. However, the fact that as a Presiding
Officer I did not seek them does not mean that in an
effort to enhance the performance of both the houses of
Parliament the government is not entitled to seek to
introduce new initiatives that might well encourage
members to reflect carefully on their behaviour in the
house and to ensure that they participate fully in the
procedures of the house within a framework that
demonstrates respect for their colleagues and certainly
respect for the institution.
There are obviously diverse views about how the
Parliament operates and how each of the houses
operates. There are perspectives that are shaped over
many years. Like me, a number of my colleagues,
including Peter Hall and Philip Davis, have been in
service to this house and to the constituents we
represent for 20 years or more. Clearly we have had a
range of experiences in the way the house has
conducted its affairs and how members have
approached their responsibilities and exercised their
entitlements.
I do not believe the government has brought this
legislation to this house as a consequence of the
operation of the current Parliament. I believe it has been
brought to this house because of the perspectives of a
number of members of the government, including
members of the cabinet, who have experienced the
workings of the Parliament over an extensive period
and have formed the view that this initiative might well
encourage members to think about their performances
within the Parliament and to show greater respect to the
institution and their colleagues at different times. The
government is entitled to that view. As I have indicated,
I do not expect it will be necessary for me to use the
new provision in this legislation.
From my perspective the imposition of a fine is neither
here nor there. I am not sure it is terribly important in
the scheme of things, because the critical issue is not
the fine but the fact that members ought have due
regard for their colleagues and for this institution, they
ought pay respect while pursuing debate vigorously and
having robust debates and they ought to use their
entitlements as a member of Parliament in this place to
the full. They should represent their constituents with
full vigour and honesty with a view to achieving debate
in the contest of ideas that Mr Viney mentioned while
at the same time recognising that there is a point at
which it is important to step back and note that your
colleagues also enjoy the same rights and entitlements
as you have, that your rights and entitlements are
neither greater not lesser than theirs and that respect for
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the institution and your colleagues is the important
thing. That ought to be the issue as far as the presiding
officers and the members are concerned, not the
imposition of a fine as a mechanism for trying to
encourage members to change their behaviour or
perhaps moderate the expression of some of their
emotions at times when they are dealing with issues
that are particularly close to their heart — issues that
have perhaps caused them a significant level of
personal angst.
From that point of view I do not see that this legislation
will prevent robust debate or the capacity of this house
in particular to pursue its role as a house of scrutiny. I
certainly do not think it impinges on my jurisdiction as
President. I would say that over the entire period of my
service to the Parliament on behalf of the electors of,
initially, Koonung Province and now Eastern
Metropolitan Region, the presiding officers have
invariably enjoyed the support of this house in the
decisions they have made and there has been a
recognition by all members of this house that it is
important that debate be conducted with respect for
other people’s points of view.
As Mr Viney indicated in what I think was a reasoned
contribution to this debate, this place is a forum for the
contest of ideas, and while members ought to pursue
those ideas vigorously they should do so with due
regard to their colleagues and to the perception that the
people of Victoria may have in viewing the conduct of
proceedings and how professionally and properly those
ideas are contested by their members of Parliament.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 23
Atkinson, Mr
Barber, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Hartland, Ms (Teller)
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 15
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms (Teller)
Pakula, Mr

Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms (Teller)
Viney, Mr

Kronberg, Mrs

Darveniza, Ms

Pair
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Motion agreed to.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed and I understand that the Financial
Management Act 1994 does not apply to the
Parliament, but I am also informed that the President
and Speaker will table a report to the Parliament.

Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I seek
leave for Mr Philip Davis to sit at the table.
Leave granted.
Clause 1
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I have a
series of questions regarding clause 1. The first one I
have for the minister is: has a regulatory impact
statement (RIS) been done for this bill?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — No.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Without
dwelling on it, we have listened to the Treasurer,
Mr Wells, and the Premier, Mr Baillieu, saying that if
this government is going to put any new regulatory
burden anywhere, there will be a RIS so there we will
be aware of it. I put to the minister that under the
provisions of the Financial Management Act 1994 there
are multiple layers of reporting for this bill. Why was a
regulatory impact statement not done on this bill when
the government goes out to the business community on
a daily basis and says it believes in doing RISs on
everything that puts in place burden?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — In
response to the member I would say that this bill is
about the Parliament regulating itself, in a sense, and in
particular members’ conduct in the chamber and the
conduct of the chamber. When we change standing
orders, for example, we do not necessarily have a
regulatory impact statement, so, no, there is no
regulatory impact statement.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I will
hold off until clause 3 to give the minister a chance to
get some advice on that. I accept his premise about a
RIS regarding a penalty for a member — I do not
dispute that — but my question to him specifically is:
what are the reporting requirements of the two trust
funds that are established by this bill? I give the
minister notice so he can get advice on whether a RIS
has been done on the reporting requirements of both
those trust funds and in particular what will be the
reporting requirements of any charities that the
presiding officers may wish to give money to.

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I would
like to explore that further. I am surprised that there is
an exemption from the Financial Management Act
1994 (FMA) applying to this particular aspect of the
legislation. I get the separation of powers; I am not
querying that. What I am asking is: does the financial
management act apply to the trusts? To be specific, I
guess, and to help the Mr Davises on this issue, for
example, section 40M(1) of the financial management
act is about whether a body is a leviable authority for
the purposes of the act. If that is the case, there are
reporting and fee-paying requirements for these trusts.
Without overdramatising it, these trusts might receive
$200 or $300 in any given year, so I am not trying to
overstretch it. The point I make and on which I seek an
answer from the minister is that the government says its
objectives are to reduce the regulatory burden on
charitable institutions and on fees, so I am perplexed
that, for whatever reason, there is no regulatory impact
statement and the minister is speculating that the
financial management act does not apply to the
Parliament.
I hope that when we as a Parliament are asked to
change the law of the state we could get a definitive
answer from a minister as to whether these two bodies
that will be created are subject to the Financial
Management Act 1994. It is a simple question.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — No,
they are not.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I hear
now that two charitable trusts being established by law
in Victoria today, assuming the 24-16 rule applies here
and the coalition and the Greens party support this bill,
will not be subject to the Financial Management Act
1994. That is what the minister is saying to me. Today
we are being asked to establish two trusts not subject to
any of the constraints of the financial management act.
To help the minister, I flag where my concern is.
During the second-reading debate I made the
comment — and it was treated with some hostility in
the chamber — that if a hypothetical Speaker of the
Assembly had an obsession with many things Chinese
in business and charitable dealings, that speaker could
start giving grants from this charitable trust to those
bodies. The minister is now telling me those grants
would not be subject to the financial management act.
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Again, without overdramatising it, these will be small
amounts of money — not even I think they will be
large — but in principle we are removing any scrutiny
on the same figure other than an annual report to the
Parliament.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I can
be quite clear: there will be full disclosure and the
details of the trusts will be reported to the Parliament.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
minister says there will be full disclosure. If the
financial management act 1994 does not apply, there
will not be an audit. If the financial management act
does not apply, the sole disclosure to the Parliament
will be what the President chooses to put in his report
and what the Speaker chooses to put in his report. If the
boot was on the other foot and I came in here as Labor
Treasurer representing the Labor Premier with a bill to
set up two charitable trusts and the only accountability
mechanism was ‘Trust Jenny Lindell and trust Bob
Smith’, I could imagine the howls of derisive laughter I
would receive across the chamber. That is effectively
what Mr David Davis is asking this house to do. He is
asking us to trust the current President and to trust the
current Speaker. I will not reflect on the President, and I
will stop there. But it is a big ask.
I can remember the minister facing people like former
members Bill Baxter and Bill Forwood who had been
in this place for generations — —
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I do
not think Bill was here for generations.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — It
seemed like generations, Mr Davis! I am cognisant of
the 24-16 rule where the Liberal Party, The Nationals
and the Greens will support this, but I say on record that
if a Labor minister came in here and said, ‘The trust is
not subject to audit; and it is not subject to the financial
management act. Trust us, and we will put in a report’,
we would have been laughed out of this house.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
said, there will be full disclosure and reporting to
Parliament. The Parliament has internal audit
committees and it is audited by the Auditor-General
annually as well.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I have a
final question on clause 1. I notice there is no section 85
statement in this legislation. My question to the
minister is: presumably a decision by a Speaker is
appealable to the Supreme Court. Mr Hulls, the
member for Niddrie in the other place, was aggrieved
because he was named by Speaker Smith and booted
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out of the Assembly for standing up for his pregnant
electorate officer. Under this legislation, could he
appeal his fine to the Supreme Court, or is that avenue
closed off by this legislation as well?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
understand it, there is no prohibition on such an appeal,
but I also understand that the courts are very loath to
enter into the activities of a Parliament and especially
its internal machinery.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Is there
anything further?
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Not on
clause 1.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Further
on that point, I understand SARC (Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee) might have made some
comment about that too.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I
specifically chose not to refer to the SARC
commentary. The chair of SARC is here. The Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee gave a report
which did not criticise, per se, or recommend against
supporting the bill. However, I think it is fair to say that
if we want to go down the SARC path there are a lot of
pretty juicy quotes from that committee.
But I think I have made my points, and I finish with the
observation that these two new trust funds are not
subject to the Financial Management Act 1994 and
therefore not subject to the Minister for Finance’s
directions. They are not subject, unlike every other
public sector body except possibly the Supreme Court
itself, to even the normal requirements of annual
reporting. Any reporting on these trust funds is totally
at the discretion of President Atkinson and
Speaker Smith, with no recourse to any other body and
not even the question of an appeal right. This is not
hypothetical. A member of Parliament stood up for a
constituent who was pregnant and had lost an
entitlement to salary. The Speaker made a decision. The
member questioned the Speaker’s decision, the Speaker
named him and he was thrown out. Under that
circumstance, which was not hypothetical, there would
not be a single appeal right to court because, as
Mr David Davis says — and I accept his premise — the
courts are very loath to be involved. As we learnt from
decisions in the cases of Egan v. Willis and Egan v.
Chadwick, which we so often debated in the last
Parliament, short of a physical trespass the courts are
extremely loath to intervene.
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That is it from me on clause 1, unless we want to bring
in SARC, and then we will have a much longer
discussion on clause 1.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
just like to ask a question in regard to the administration
of this act, particularly in terms of the responsibility of
the Speaker and President to allocate the funds. Are
they subject to the FOI act, given that, to my
understanding, the Parliament and parliamentary
departments are not?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It is
my understanding that, in terms of long-term practice,
the answer is no.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 2
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I seek
clarity on an actual situation. Clause 2 is fairly standard
in the sense that it says the act will come into operation
on the day after the day on which the bill receives royal
assent.
I put a real situation to Mr David Davis. At the moment
the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act
1968 specifies in section 6 that the salary of a Victorian
MP is a federal salary less $7000, or whatever it is. We
know the federal Remuneration Tribunal has made a
determination to increase the salary of a federal MP by
3 per cent. We also know that will come into effect
from the day it passes the disallowable period in both
houses of the federal Parliament. To my knowledge
there has not been a disallowance motion. What I am
getting to is a technical question for the minister.
We know the state government has announced an
intention to amend section 6 of the Parliamentary
Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968 to vary the gap
between federal and state salaries. If this bill receives
royal assent at, let us say for argument’s sake, the
executive council next Tuesday, assuming rule 24 to 16
applies here today, what would be the rate of an MP’s
salary deduction? Would it be the rate stated in the
current legislation? Would it be the rate set by the
Premier’s announcement? Would it be the rate that
would apply if the disallowable instruments were not
disallowed in the federal Parliament? It is a material
question. There is a fine being imposed on members of
the Victorian Parliament, and I invite the minister to
specify which of those three options, or any other that I
may not have put forward, is actually the fine I will face
if I incur the wrath of President Atkinson and
21 members of this house on Tuesday week.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Or,
indeed, if I face the wrath. I make the point that the fine
that will apply relates to the salary that applies at that
time, and I do not want to prejudge what either house of
Parliament may do with other bills. It applies with this
bill and the particular salary that applies at the time.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I accept
that Mr Davis’s answer rules out my third option if the
Baillieu government moves its bill and succeeds in
passing it, which I will be so bold as to predict it will —
and probably with tripartisan support. I put my other
two options to Mr David Davis. In the scenario where I
am expelled from this house on Tuesday week and my
salary is X and then it is amended retrospectively from
1 July so that it becomes Y — and that is not
hypothetical, because that is what will happen; whether
an item is allowed or disallowed has nothing to do with
the Victorian Parliament — will the amount of my fine
be retrospectively based on my salary of the day or on
my salary on the day I was turfed out?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — My
understanding is that it will apply as at the time.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I accept
that the minister’s answer is a tautology — of course it
will apply at what is the rate at the time. I am not
over-dwelling; whether it is $10 or $15 more of a MP’s
salary is not my main point. My main point is that this
committee is being asked to impose a penalty that is yet
to be determined — a penalty that could depend on
either house of the federal Parliament disallowing or
accepting the state legislation, which is a common
practice. It can change. What the house is being asked
to do is determine a penalty that is an unknown. It is a
matter of principle. They are small amounts; there are
small bickies here. I am not overdoing that, but I am
interested in the principle.
The house is being asked to apply a penalty to a class of
128 citizens, but the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee cannot tell us what the penalty is. Nobody
can tell you what the penalty is. Is it another first in
Victorian history for the Baillieu government to come
in here and use its numbers and the Greens numbers to
enforce a penalty on citizens? That has never been done
before. I say to Mr Philip Davis that I am sure his
grandfather and great-uncle, who were in this house
many years ago — if I have the relatives right from his
inaugural speech — would never have been asked to
impose a penalty on citizens when the minister could
not define what that was.
Mr P. Davis — They didn’t get paid either!
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Mr LENDERS — Touché! But they would have
paid penalties.

rich man. If it is a precedent in the way Mr Lenders
described it, it might not be a bad one.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I make
the point that it is not too different from the penalty
units that apply elsewhere in the system. Bills often go
through this Parliament with a certain number of
penalty units that are not specifically defined in the bill.
I do not think it is such a novel principle. Equally I
think Mr Lenders has misunderstood. This will not
apply to citizens, it will apply to members of
Parliament.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Barber
might find that the principle is being breached right
here, because the minister gets fined the same amount
as a backbencher.

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Without
dwelling on it, firstly, I would have thought that
members of Parliament were also citizens — but
anyway let us leave that minor thing aside.
Hon. D. M. Davis — In respect of which this
applies.
Mr LENDERS — I would have thought that
members of Parliament were also citizens, otherwise
we could not get elected to this Parliament — let alone
be on the electoral roll or happen to be a United
Kingdom citizen who was there on 14 February 1984. I
say to Mr David Davis that the serious difference — I
will not dwell on this — is that a penalty unit is one that
is specified under legislation as being indexed to CPI
(consumer price index). The Treasurer of the day can
define CPI, but there is not this uncertainty. You know
the penalty unit is what the penalty unit is; the penalty
unit does not change retrospectively. A penalty unit is a
line in time. Using my hypothetical example, if I get
turfed out on Tuesday week, the penalty will be
indeterminate as my salary could be changed
retrospectively, depending on what either house of the
federal Parliament does. If this bill receives 24 votes to
16, it will get through, but it is precedent setting.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
Mr Lenders’s statement is true: we do not know what
the fine is, but that is only because we do not know
what our salaries will be at that time. It is an absolute
certainty that the fine will be 1⁄365th of whatever that
salary is. Should we have fines that relate to people’s
salaries? Mr Lenders says it will be a precedent. It
might not be a bad one. I have argued before for fines
for various infringements to be higher or lower
depending on someone’s means. The code of
Hammurabi, which is the oldest system of written laws
on earth, specifically noted that there were different
fines for rich men and poor men in Babylonia or
wherever the hell they were at the time. To give the
same fine to a rich man as a poor man is in fact to dish
out a bigger punishment to the poor man than to the

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
that is more of a comment by Mr Barber. I understand
his point.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 3
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I draw
the minister’s attention to subsection (3) of new section
7B, entitled ‘Imposition of fine’. It says:
For the purposes of subsection (2) —
(a) the daily rate of the basic salary of the member is to be
calculated …

The first question is: why is the annual salary divided
by 365 rather than using the standard public service
formula, which is the annual salary divided by 365.25
and multiplied by 14, to get to the fortnightly pay rate,
which is how MPs are paid? I ask in relation to this
consistent inconsistency: why does this deviate from
standard practice? Oh, the minister did not have an RIS
(regulatory impact statement) — ‘Sorry, it wasn’t
picked up’.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
member might be trying to make a little too much of
something quite modest. It might be helpful to inform
him of some of the details of the calendar. There are
365 days in most years — three years out of four, in
fact. It is a good approximation.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
partly flippant and it was tongue in cheek, but I did
make a point about the absence of a regulatory impact
statement. This is the formula used for most of the
public sector, and there is a good reason for it. With an
annual salary you have to deal with those years that are
leap years, hence the standard calculation is to divide
by 365.25 and multiply by 14. I get the point: this is a
penalty. I notice that there will be one thing different,
which someone will have to have on their list of things
to do. It is a minor regulatory burden but a burden
nonetheless.
The more serious point is that if I am an MP who
chooses to salary sacrifice, will I be getting 1⁄365th of the
base salary under section 6 of the Parliamentary
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Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968, or will I be
getting 1⁄365th of the actual salary after salary sacrifice is
taken out?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I direct
the member to new section 7B(3)(a), under the heading
‘Imposition of fine’, which states:
the daily rate of the basic salary of the member is to be
calculated by dividing the basic salary of the member by 365;

To follow on from Mr Lenders’s previous point, I am
not sure that we need a regulatory impact statement to
divine the efficiency or otherwise of using 1⁄365th or
1
⁄365.25.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) —
Mr Barber took the copy of the Parliamentary Salaries
and Superannuation Act 1968, so I do not have it in
front of me now, but my recollection is that section 6 of
the act refers to a base salary. In this legislation we are
talking about a basic salary. If my recollection is
correct, it is not an unreasonable question. Is ‘basic’
different from ‘base’? The only reason I ask is that if
‘basic’ is different to ‘base’ — it is a legitimate
question — does it exclude salary sacrificing or not? If
my reading of that section is incorrect, I have answered
my own question. My recollection from when I looked
at that earlier today was that section 6 of the act that
Mr Barber is looking through now refers to ‘base’ while
this bill refers to ‘basic’. It is not an unreasonable
question to ask whether salary sacrifice is taken out or
not.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
indebted to Philip Davis for handing me the relevant
section of the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968. Section 6(1) on page 4 says:
(a) a salary at the rate per annum of the basic salary …

So I think the premise might be wrong.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
Mr Philip Davis and Mr Barber for being my very able
research assistants. I encourage them to remain in that
position for a long time! I genuinely thank them for
finding that.
I will take up the major policy issue of clause 3.
Mr Barber touched on that with his references to
Hammurabi and his code from however many years
ago. I can assure Mr Barber I spoke about the
Hammurabi code when we dealt with the weights and
measures bill in the Legislative Assembly in 1999 —
that is just trivia.
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The serious point about the Hammurabi code is the
point that Mr Barber raised. The executive has
presented a piece of legislation to the legislature for
adoption which sets a fine as a percentage of the base
salary. If we go to the schedule of the Parliamentary
Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968, we see, for
example, I get a base salary of 1.32 by virtue of my role
as Leader of the Opposition in this house; Mr David
Davis gets a base salary of 1.75 by virtue of his job as a
minister; Mr Philip Davis gets a base salary of 1.2 by
virtue of his chairing of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee; David Koch gets a base salary of
about 1.3, because he gets something as a chair of a
parliamentary committee and something as
Government Whip; Edward O’Donohue gets 1.3, as
chair of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, a parliamentary secretary and an MP. Each
MP I have mentioned has a different salary.
Mr Barber — What do the Greens get?
Mr LENDERS — I take up Mr Barber’s point.
Mr Barber gets a salary of 1.0 times the base salary,
whereas I get 1.32 and David Davis gets 1.75 before his
ministerial entertainment allowance of another 18 per
cent is even put in place. Different people are paid
different amounts for their jobs as members of
Parliament. The Premier, if you take allowances into
consideration, gets well over double the amount that,
for example, Mr Scheffer or Mr Barber get, and there is
no-one on the government side of the house who gets
anything but more than the base salary. The point is that
clause 3 represents a policy decision that the Premier
would pay one-half of the penalty that would be paid by
a backbench member. I am asking what the policy
rationale is because there is no correlation whatsoever
with parliamentary income. I would welcome from the
minister a rationale as to why someone would pay
effectively double the penalty paid by another person.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
decision to use the basic salary in this way is for
simplicity on the one hand. In the same way that other
parts of our legal arrangements apply, where fines are
imposed they are of particular amounts. In common
parlance, if the officer books you for speeding, then the
speeding fine is the same as it is for someone else.
There might have been a deeper philosophical point
made by Mr Barber before. He might argue that ancient
codes suggest that differential fines might be
appropriate, but in this case a straightforward approach
has been adopted, and that is not inconsistent with what
is adopted elsewhere in our system.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — There
are two points I would make in response to Mr David
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Davis. Firstly, if this is a case of simplicity, is it the
base salary — basic salary; I will get that term right —
under section 6 of the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1986 or is Mr Davis saying the
salary is not complex? It is the same act; it is just a
different part of the section. Secondly, and more
fundamentally, the commonwealth Income Tax
Assessment Act 1997 has probably the best example
seen in this country of a differential rate. My
recollection of that act — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — It is a very complex act.
Mr LENDERS — It is a very complex act, but its
penalties are not complex. The standard penalties under
the Income Tax Assessment Act 1997 are a penalty unit
or three times the amount of tax dodged, whichever is
the higher. The piece of penalty legislation that is
certainly amongst the most common ones affecting the
5.3 million citizens of this state has a built-in regime
that says ‘depending on the nature’. There is a scale; it
is not complex.
It is good enough for citizens that under the Income
Tax Assessment Act 1997 the fine fits the crime. I
would argue — and I have the dilemma that the Liberal
Party, The Nationals and the Greens are all going to
support this, so I guess I am just putting this on the
record — that this legislation does not abide by those
principles. It is a flat rate that is basically designed to
inflict more damage on the opposition and third parties
than on the government. The last time I looked, I think I
saw that close to 80 per cent of government members
are getting paid higher than the base salary by the time
ministers, parliamentary secretaries, committee chairs
and other office-holders are taken into account.
I know the 24 to 16 rule means that the three parties
supporting this will be successful. The objective could
be achieved without much complexity, but I think there
is a clear policy choice that is conveniently covered by
David Davis saying, ‘It’s simple’. It is just as simple to
use another clause of the same bill, which would mean
the Premier would be fined commensurately. Cabinet
probably did not bother with this, because there was
never any intention to fine ministers, but I make the
point for the record.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It is
clear the government chose not to use the Income Tax
Assessment Act 1997 as a model. It is a complex act. I
am not sure it would be a good model. In any event the
government decided to approach this in a manner that
would ensure simplicity. I think that 1⁄365th of the basic
salary is a straightforward approach that leads to a
sensible and reasonable outcome.
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Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Moving
to new section 7B(6) to be inserted by clause 3, if a
member of Parliament has their salary docked because
of this clause, will that appear on the member’s group
certificate supplied by the Parliament?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — I
understand it is in the form of a fine, so it will not
appear as such on your group certificate.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I need
to follow through. The minister says he understands it
will not; I understand he has been informed it will not.
For members of Parliament who are in the
superannuation accumulation scheme as opposed to the
defined benefits scheme, will 9 per cent be paid into
their superannuation fund on that fine? Will the
payment to the superannuation fund be unchanged, or
will there be a commensurate reduction for this
amount?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — I
understand that it does not constitute a reduction in
salary, and it is in the form of a fine.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I accept
the minister’s assurance. Given that this relates to a
class of 128 citizens whom not many people like I will
not pursue it much further, but if it were affecting other
citizens of the state and was going to start affecting a
person’s superannuation, I would probably show
interest in a response from the minister that is a bit
more definitive than he ‘understands’.
Just following through on this, 106 members of
Parliament are paid through the parliamentary payroll
office and another 22 members of Parliament are not
paid by the Parliament but are paid by the Department
of Premier and Cabinet for both their parliamentary and
ministerial salaries. I ask the minister what would
happen in the unlikely situation that Speaker Smith
were to throw out a minister. How would the
Department of Premier and Cabinet be advised that this
fine was to be imposed and, given that there is no
reporting, how could this house have any assurance that
the executive government would fine ministers and not
just opposition and crossbench MPs?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It is
my clear understanding that the government intends to
abide by the law here, and this would be a matter of
administrative activity within the scope of the law.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I would
not expect a minister to say anything other than that the
government expects to abide by the law; however, this
is a serious question. Mr Davis says it is a serious
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response, and I do not in any way doubt that that is his
intent and the government’s intent, but I put the case in
relation to a member of the legislature. We have been
told in response to questions on clause 1 that this is not
subject to the Financial Management Act 1994, and by
implication it is not subject to the Audit Act 1994. The
sole scrutiny of this scheme, whether it be of the two
trust funds or the fines, is that through the goodwill of a
Presiding Officer it is put into the Presiding Officer’s
annual report. I am not overdramatising, because it is
small bickies, but as a question of public policy I invite
Mr Davis to have the boot on the other foot.

his department pays salaries to ministers. Therefore,
can the minister tell me what the mechanics are of the
administration of this section of the act? I think that
would normally apply to the Parliament and its
members, but in the case of the example Mr Lenders
put up, would it apply to the ministers? The payment
goes through the Department of Premier and Cabinet at
rates which are determined by the principal act; there is
no doubt about that. But here we now have someone
acting administratively to take an action under 7B(5),
and I want to know who that person will actually be and
therefore how the act will govern them.

If a Labor minister had come into this house during the
last Parliament and said, ‘We are taking away the
Financial Management Act 1994 and we are taking
away the Audit Act 1994; the sole reporting
requirement is the goodwill of Speaker Lindell or
President Smith’, that Labor minister would have been
laughed out of this chamber. Yet now the government
is asking us to say, ‘Trust us; we will abide by the law.
We have taken you away from the Audit Act 1994 and
we have taken you away from the Financial
Management Act 1994; the sole reporting requirement
is the Presiding Officer’. The minister has answered,
and I believe the minister’s answer — I am not
questioning his integrity — but I am saying it is pretty
difficult to ask the Parliament to just sign a blank
trust-me cheque, which is what the government is
asking us to do.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — My
understanding is that there would be advice from the
Parliament.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
normal audit arrangements of the Parliament will apply.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I think
the record instance of members being chucked out of
Parliament was the period from 1992 to 1996, when
seven members were chucked out. If seven members
were to be expelled for a day and charged $300, we
would be talking about $2100 over a four-year period. I
am not sure that would justify a regulatory impact
statement (RIS); in fact I am sure the RIS would cost
more than $2100 to complete. I do not know how much
reporting is actually required with regard to the
disbursement by a Presiding Officer of $2100 over four
years. I imagine that it would generally fall under the
category of materiality. I think presiding officers could
spend $2100 on novelty golf tees as presents to guests
or whilst on tour and would probably not have to hand
over much more than a chit or a cash register receipt,
but I do ask a question of the minister.
The imposition of a fine occurs under 7B(5) of what
will become that section of the principal act, the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968. I
presume the Premier is not acting under this act when

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — But the
wording of it is ‘a fine imposed under this section is to
be deducted from the salary of the member’, and
elsewhere in the act it is a series of musts. It is not at the
discretion of anybody; it is if you are the Clerk or the
Presiding Officer. Here the person who operates that
section is not named — it simply says that it must be —
and I want to know the answer. Is the minister
suggesting that this act applies to both the way
backbenchers get their salaries and the way salaries are
delivered through the Department of Premier and
Cabinet payroll?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
understand the answer is yes. It will apply in both cases,
and it would apply with advice from the Parliament to
the relevant section.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I would
like to focus now on clause 3 and proposed section 7C,
headed ‘Assembly Suspension Fines Fund’. We know
that this fund has been established. It was not
established under the Financial Management Act 1994,
and we acknowledge that it is a fund that will have a
small amount of money in it unless the Speaker gets
very excited. The questions I raise relate firstly to the
definition of a charity that this fund can be paid to. Can
this fund be paid to charities — hypothetically the
Chinese Communist Youth League’s education fund
for students wishing to live off campus?
Mr Barber — Or the Sea Shepherd Foundation?
Mr Drum interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — My
understanding of the way this will apply is that it would
be to a charity, and the charities are defined in clause 4.
‘Charitable institution’ is defined. Clause 4 inserts a
definition of ‘charitable institution’ into the act for the
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purpose of clause 3. The definition is consistent with
the categories of the common-law definition of
‘charity’ and is drawn from the commonwealth Foreign
Acquisitions and Takeovers Regulations 1989.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I have
read the same notes, but my specific example — from
my explanatory memorandum, Mr Philip Davis. I have
not been looking over Mr David Davis’s shoulder, but I
have briefed myself on this — —
Mr P. Davis — That is why I am surprised at the
question.
Mr LENDERS — My question relates to a specific
example of an educational residential institution in a
foreign country. The minister says it is in the
common-law definition of charities. I know that, but
what I am asking is: does that definition extend to that
residential institution for Chinese Communist Party
youth in regional China, or, as Mr Barber said, Sea
Shepherd, or Greenpeace for that matter, or, as
Mr Drum said, political fundraising organisations of
political parties? My specific example meets all the
tests, but it is actually an overseas place, not domestic
in Australia. Could this money go to an international
organisation like the one I specified?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
member is suggesting a whole series of hypotheticals
here. I think it is clear what is meant by ‘charitable
institution’. As I said, it will be reported to Parliament
by the President and Speaker.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Strip all
the hypotheticals out. Can it apply to a charity outside
Victoria? And specifically, can it apply to a charity in
the People’s Republic of China?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
‘Charitable institution’ applies as I have described, and
it would be a matter for the Speaker and the President.
It would be reported to the Parliament and would be
consistent with the definition of ‘charitable institution’.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) —
Stripping it down to the absolute basics — and leaving
my Chinese example out — the minister comes to the
house saying, ‘Please amend the laws of the state of
Victoria to let two officers of the state of Victoria set up
trusts’. We have been told they are not covered by the
Financial Management Act. We have been told the sole
reporting — the sole reporting — comes through the
discretion of a Presiding Officer as to what they choose
to report to the Parliament. That is what we are being
told. Then my question to the minister, who is asking
the Parliament of Victoria to amend the Victorian
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statute book, was, ‘Is a charitable trust one that can
distribute money in Victoria or outside Victoria?’.
Twice the minister’s answer to me was, ‘Well, it is
what a charitable trust is’. Sorry, but I do not know
those details; that is why I am asking the question. I am
an elected member of Parliament representing 408 000
people — the same people Mr David Davis represents.
I am asking a question — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — Precisely.
Mr LENDERS — You got more votes than I did,
but we still represent them, Mr Davis. The minister is
asking the Parliament to authorise money to go into a
trust. My question to him is: can that trust hand out
money outside the boundaries of the state of Victoria?
He expects me to be satisfied with an answer that says,
‘The trust rules’. I do not know those rules; that is why
I am asking the question.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Deputy
President, I have answered this quite clearly. The
definition of ‘charitable institution’ is introduced into
the act for the purpose of clause 3. The definition used
is consistent with the categories of the common-law
definition of charities and is drawn from the
commonwealth Foreign Acquisitions and Takeovers
Regulations 1989. It is a reasonable definition. I think
the community would understand what it is, and it is
reported transparently and openly by the presiding
officers to the Parliament.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Deputy
President, I am not being precious here. If we were not
being asked to change the status quo and this were a
debating point across the chamber or whatever, that
might be all right, but we as legislators are being asked
to change the status quo, and the minister at the table
cannot tell us whether this trust fund can be used
outside the borders of Victoria. I do not think it is
unreasonable for me as a member of Parliament to
pursue that. I understand the minister has sought advice
and has not been able to receive an answer to this
specific area of trust law. Therefore to give him the
time, I move:
That progress be reported.

I have moved that we report progress so that we can
have a chance to come back and the minister can let us
know.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — No.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Does
Mr Lenders wish to speak on his motion to report
progress?
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Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Deputy
President, I have spoken on the clause, and three times
now I have sought from the minister an answer to a
specific question: can this trust be used outside the
boundaries of Victoria? I think on three occasions the
minister has told me, ‘Trust law applies’. I do not know
trust law and whether that means you can spend this
money outside the boundaries of Victoria or you
cannot. The minister has not offered to seek advice and
come back before the bill is finished. He just says,
‘Well, there is transparent process’. We have had an
argument over how transparent a process is where what
is reported by the Presiding Officer is totally
discretionary. We have been told, ‘Trust us, we’ve got
24 votes. Trust us, we’ll get this thing through the
Parliament. We are not going to answer’.

And it goes on. I make the point in saying this that there
are very clear definitions. The government has been
quite clear about this: it will be reported transparently
and openly by the presiding officers. Mr Lenders is
seeking to score some minor political points of some
sort and has not accepted that the general points here
are — —

I understand it is a difficult position for the minister. If
the minister said, ‘I will seek the answer before we
conclude the committee stage’, I would be happy and
would not proceed with my motion now. But there is no
such indication, and as a member of Parliament the
only option I have is to seek to report progress so the
minister can come back. What is the urgency of this
bill? He can come back with an answer and we can deal
with it. I am not even facetiously suggesting tomorrow.
We could deal with it in the next sitting week. That
would be fine. We could deal with it an hour later today
or 2 hours later today; fine. But as a member of
Parliament I have no option. I have asked a question.
The minister cannot answer the question. It is a
question over whether a trust that the government is
asking us to establish can disburse funds outside the
borders of Victoria. The minister cannot answer. My
only option is to seek to report progress so we come
back to this bill after he gets an answer.

Committee divided on motion:

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — On the
matter of the member’s motion to report progress, it is
obvious that there is a clear definition of ‘charitable
institution’. It is a reasonable definition. It is drawn
from categories of common law and, as I have said,
from the Foreign Acquisitions and Takeovers
Regulations at the commonwealth level. I draw the
committee’s attention to clause 4, which defines the
meaning of ‘charitable institution’ as:
(a) any charitable, religious, scientific or educational
institution … full-time students attending an educational
institution)
(b) any institution being, or carrying on, a hospital;
(c) any institution the sole or principal purpose of which is
to assist in the saving of life …

Mr Lenders — You cannot answer the question.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, I am making the point
that it is quite clearly answered. It is a very easy and
straightforward thing to understand. The presiding
officers will report it, and I think Mr Lenders’s
approach is misplaced and demonstrates he does not
understand what the government is seeking to achieve.

Ayes, 18
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr (Teller)
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr

Hall, Mr
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr (Teller)
Ondarchie, Mr (Teller)
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Pair
Darveniza, Ms

Kronberg, Mrs

Motion negatived.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I
understand the house has resolved not to report
progress and I accept the minister’s point — he said it is
the federal trust law — but I ask the minister: will he
advise the house on the next sitting day whether this
trust provision applies outside Victorian boundaries or
just within Victoria? I am asking if he could give notice
of that. He will have several weeks to prepare his
response.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
happy to reflect the points in the bill itself and the
advice I have given to the chamber. I will take the
member’s point on notice and seek formal legal advice,
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but my understanding is that the responses I have given
him to date are satisfactory.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Without
pursuing the matter, can I take it from the minister’s
response that he will now treat my request as a formal
question on notice to be answered according to the
normal requirements of the house?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
I have made the point quite clear with the sections here,
and I will proceed as outlined.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I will
formally lodge a question on notice to the minister
asking whether the trusts set up in this legislation,
which he is asking the Parliament to support, can be
used inside Victoria or outside Victoria. I do not take
great joy in doing so, given that the question on notice I
have asked him in relation to who the coordinating
ministers are for the departments has remained
unanswered since February — but that is a debate for
another time. I will put the question on notice, but I
note what would have happened if I, as a minister in the
2002–06 Parliament, when the Labor Party had the
numbers in this chamber, had said, ‘No, I will not even
give you the information afterwards’ — the cacophony
of members saying the word ‘arrogant’ would have
been deafening! I will just say it in a moderated tone:
‘arrogance’.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
answered these questions at some length, and I have
been generous with my responses. I have noted that the
member has indicated he will put on notice a question,
and I am not in any way diminishing his opportunity to
do that. It will be managed in the normal way.
However, I think it is pretty clear: there is a reasonable
definition of a charity, and furthermore this will be
reported to the Parliament annually in an open and
transparent way. As I think Mr Barber said at an earlier
point, it is a modest amount of money and it will be
reported openly and transparently.
Clause agreed to; clauses 4 and 5 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
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In doing so I thank those who have made contributions
to the debate. It has been a robust debate but one that
has clearly fleshed out the issues. The government’s
intention is to ensure that the Parliament operates
smoothly and that the presiding officers have further
capacity to ensure that members in the chamber act in
accordance with the democratic wishes and principles
that underline our system of government. These are
useful steps, and we look forward to them being
implemented.
Read third time.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr Ondarchie
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
wish to make a personal explanation to the house
regarding the debate associated with the Parliamentary
Salaries and Superannuation Amendment Bill 2011.
During my contribution to the debate today, I referred
to the Legislative Assembly Daily Hansard of
Wednesday, 17 August 2011. Specifically, on page 8 of
that Daily Hansard it has the member for Yan Yean in
the Assembly referring to me as ‘a member for
Northern Victoria Region in the Legislative Assembly’.
I was advised by Hansard this afternoon that those
words attributed to the member for Yan Yean were in
fact included in error by Hansard. I am advised by
Hansard that it is usual practice and it is common for
Hansard to include the proper title for members referred
to in the respective chambers. Hansard advised that it
was its edit that included those words and that they
were not those of the member for Yan Yean. On that
advice I withdraw that specific reference made by me in
relation to the words attributed to the member for Yan
Yean.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (DRUGS OF
DEPENDENCE) BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.

Third reading
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

Read first time on motion of Hon. D. M. DAVIS
(Minister for Health).
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Statement of compatibility
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) 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 Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Amendment (Drugs of
Dependence) Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment (Drugs of Dependence) Bill 2011, as introduced
to the Legislative Council, 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 bill amends the definition of ‘drugs of dependence’ in the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 (the act)
to create a new regulation-making power to enable temporary
amendments to the definition of ‘drug of dependence’ to be
made from time to time, where this is necessary for public
safety. The purpose of the regulation-making power is to
allow the making of regulations to enable control of new
forms of illegal drugs of dependence that may appear on the
market in Victoria for an interim period until legislation to
ban them can be introduced into Parliament. For this reason
regulations made under the new regulation-making power
will be effective only for 12 months, and are to sunset
automatically at the end of this period.
Human rights issues
1.

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

The bill does not engage any human rights protected by the
charter act.
Conclusion
I consider that this bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006.
Hon. David Davis, MP
Minister for Health

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health).
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Baillieu government is committed to protecting the
public safety of all Victorians. The emergence of synthetic
substances similar to prohibited substances such as cannabis
is a threat to public safety.
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Certain chemical compounds which have the same
pharmacological effect as cannabis, but having different
chemical structures have become widely available. There is
concern that these compounds may have harmful effects that
are similar to or greater than the effects of
tetrahydrocannabinol (THC), the constituent element in
cannabis. These substances are not presently caught by the
extended definition of ‘drug of dependence’ in the act,
because they are not forms of THC but, rather, are completely
different substances.
The processes for banning new drugs of dependence can be
slow. Australia has a national regulatory scheme, where the
Victorian Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act
reflects commonwealth legislation. When a substance is
placed on a schedule by the commonwealth, it is
automatically on the Victorian schedule. Adding a substance
to schedule 9 bans the possession of the substance. States then
amend their own legislation to deal with the sale and
trafficking of that substance.
This process allows for consistency around the
commonwealth.
Over the previous few months, the weaknesses of this
approach have become apparent with the spreading use of
synthetic cannabinoids such as ‘Kronic’ and ‘Spice’.
Synthetic cannabinoids are among an increasing number of
substances that mimic the effects of currently illicit
substances. These drugs can be derivatives or substances
similar in chemical structure or function to illegal drugs, or
other compounds that have similar effects.
Many of these substances have not yet been captured under
the schedules to drug laws which govern whether drugs are
legal or illegal to use or supply.
Synthetic cannabinoids comprise an expanding group of
chemically unrelated structures, all of which are
pharmacologically similar to the active principle in cannabis,
delta-9-tetrahydrocannabinol. These substances are added to
mixtures of dried herbs and then smoked in order to obtain a
similar effect to cannabis. The ‘herbal smoking mixtures’ are
sold under various brand names.
There have been reports of widespread usage of synthetic
cannabinoids in some parts of Australia, in particular in
Western Australia. Reports suggest that these substances are
becoming more widely available in Victoria.
Victoria will continue to work with the commonwealth, the
states and the territories to achieve a uniform scheduling of
drugs and poisons, including drugs of dependence. Victoria
has been putting pressure on the commonwealth to move
quickly to ban synthetic cannabinoids.
Existing Victorian legislation does not currently allow for
quick, autonomous action. That will change with this bill.
This bill introduces a regulation-making power into the act to
enable Victoria to be able to take prompt, autonomous action
to ban emerging drugs. Recognising that the requirements of
the Victorian Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 assume that
substantive amendments creating significant criminal
penalties will be contained in primary legislation, it is
proposed that the new regulation-making power will be an
interim power only, with regulations sunsetting after
12 months. Continuing proscription of the particular
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substances would need to be effected by a subsequent bill to
amend the act.
This new regulation-making power would allow the
government to move quickly to ban an emerging substance.
Importantly, the regulation-making power will not only allow
the minister to ban substances such as those contained in
‘Kronic’ now, but other substances and derivatives as they
emerge over time.
A concern with the existing processes is that as soon as the
machinations of banning a particular substance are
completed, a tweak in a chemistry laboratory may make a
new version legal, even though the effects are fundamentally
the same.
While this legislation is being introduced in response to
synthetic cannabinoids, new synthetic drugs are likely to keep
being developed. The regulation-making power would allow
the government of the day to keep up with the chemists who
are manufacturing drugs in a lab for profit.
Regulation needs to move quickly, but it is incumbent that
significant criminal penalties associated with drugs of
dependence only be put in place with appropriate safeguards.
The regulations will automatically sunset after 12 months.
That will give time to work through the federal processes, and
means that this Parliament will have an opportunity to
consider any needed amendments to the primary legislation
while allowing an ability to put in place a temporary
prohibition.
Consistent with other subordinate legislation, regulations
made under this power may be disallowed by the Parliament.
President, while the government will be using this legislation
to ban ‘Kronic’, this legislation also provides the mechanism
needed to ban the next synthetic, lab-derived substance
similar to cannabis, and the one after that, and the one after
that one; or indeed a synthetic substance similar to any drug
of dependence.
This bill will provide a ‘future-proofing’ for regulating
synthetic drugs. As soon as a chemist develops a new
substance, the minister of the day will have the power to ban
it, albeit temporarily to allow time for the Parliament to
consider whether a permanent ban is warranted.
We live in an age where the internet, chemistry sets and a bit
of talent in a laboratory has created an impression that
drug-makers can stay ahead of the law. When the law is slow
to respond, that impression is probably correct.
Prevention measures to prevent the uptake of drug use are a
priority for this government. This bill gives the government
the ability to move swiftly to ban new drugs as they emerge,
rather than constantly being one step behind.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr JENNINGS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 25 August.
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FARM DEBT MEDIATION BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for
Higher Education and Skills) on motion of
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher
Education and Skills), Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva 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 Farm Debt
Mediation Bill 2011 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill as introduced to the Legislative
Council 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 main objective of the bill is to provide for the efficient
and equitable resolution of farm debt disputes. The bill does
this by requiring a creditor to provide a farmer with the option
to mediate before taking possession of property or other
enforcement action under a farm mortgage, and by conferring
relevant functions on the small business commissioner (SBC).
Human rights issues
The bill engages human rights to the extent that it impacts on
the ability of a creditor to take enforcement action and
stipulates the manner in which certain notices are to be
provided and information is to be dealt with.
Freedom of expression
Section 15(2) of the charter act provides that every person has
the right to freedom of expression, which includes the
freedom to seek, receive and impart information.
Section 15(3) of the charter act provides that the right to
freedom of expression may be subject to lawful restrictions
reasonably necessary to respect the rights and reputation of
other persons, or for the protection of national security, public
order, public health or public morality.
Clause 27 of the bill prohibits persons from disclosing, or
attempting to disclose, information obtained in a mediation
session or in connection with the administration or execution
of the act, unless one of the specified exempt categories of
circumstances applies. To the extent that this clause engages
the right to freedom of expression, it falls within the
permissible limitation set out in section 15(3) of the charter
act. Restricting the disclosure of information obtained in
mediation is reasonably necessary to protect the privacy of all
parties to those proceedings. Moreover, the restriction on
disclosure of information is limited, and does not extend to
disclosure made with the consent of the relevant party or
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parties, disclosure necessary to ensure the administration or
execution of the act, disclosure reasonably required for the
purposes of facilitating mediation, or disclosure otherwise
required by law or made with other lawful excuse.
Clause 8 of the bill, which compels a creditor to give written
notice and provide certain specified information to a farmer
before taking enforcement action, and clause 10(4) of the bill,
which requires a creditor who agrees to mediation to notify
the Department of Primary Industries, may also engage the
right to freedom of expression. This is because the right to
freedom of expression has been interpreted in some
jurisdictions to include a right not to impart information. To
the extent that these provisions impose a limitation on free
expression, they also fall within the permissible limitation set
out in section 15(3) of the charter act. Requiring the
information is an important aspect of the regulatory function
of the bill, and is reasonably necessary to allow the SBC to
allocate and provide mediation services.
Accordingly, the bill is compatible with the right to freedom
of expression in section 15 of the charter act.
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temporary prohibitions on a creditor taking enforcement
action in clauses 8, 12 and 14(2) of the bill. However, to the
extent that these clauses engage the right to fair hearing, they
constitute a reasonable limitation on the right. The purpose of
the provisions is to provide temporary restrictions on access
to judicial enforcement to facilitate the efficient and equitable
resolution of farm debt disputes. In my view, the provisions
serve a purpose that is sufficiently important to justify this
proportionate and effective limit on the implied right to access
the courts.
Accordingly, the bill is compatible with the right to a fair
hearing in section 24 of the charter act.
Conclusion
For the reasons given in this statement, I consider that the bill
is compatible with the charter act.
Peter Hall, MLC
Minister for Higher Education and Skills

Second reading

Property rights
Section 20 of the charter act provides that a person must not
be deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law.
Clause 8 of the bill requires a creditor to provide a farmer
with a notice of availability of mediation prior to taking any
enforcement action in respect of a farm mortgage. Clause 12
of the bill prohibits a creditor from taking enforcement action
in respect of a farm mortgage if the farmer has requested
mediation, unless an exemption certificate is in force.
Clause 14(2) of the bill states a creditor must not commence
enforcement action against a farmer if a prohibition certificate
is in force.
Although not defined in the charter act, ‘property’ is a broad
concept. To the extent that a mortgage is a form of property,
these provisions may engage the right to property as they
limit a creditor’s right to take enforcement action in respect of
a farm mortgage. However, the provisions do not seek to
‘deprive’ a creditor of their property by extinguishing the
legal rights of a creditor or substantially interfering with the
enjoyment of the property; rather, the relevant provisions
merely temporarily limit the exercise of a right to property.
Moreover, the right in section 20 of the charter act protects
against deprivations of property that occur ‘other than in
accordance with law’. This requires that powers authorising
the deprivation of property in legislation are confined and
structured rather than unclear, are accessible to the public and
are formulated precisely. The provisions in the bill that limit a
creditor’s ability to take enforcement action are clear, precise,
and limited in their operation.
For these reasons, the bill is compatible with the right to
property in section 20 of the charter act.
Right to a fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the charter act provides that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal,
following a fair and public hearing.
The right to a fair hearing has been held to include an implied
right to access to courts. This right is engaged by the

Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations).
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
I am pleased to introduce the Farm Debt Mediation Bill 2011
into the house.
This bill delivers on an important coalition election
commitment to Victoria’s food and fibre producers.
This bill will develop a framework for efficient and equitable
resolution of farm debt disputes.
It will provide a legislative basis to require financial
institutions and other creditors to undertake a mediation
process with farmers before enacting debt recovery processes.
The need for this legislation has been highlighted by the
impact of drought over the past decade, followed by recent
floods across much of northern Victoria.
The introduction of this bill is timely because of the expiry of
exceptional circumstances drought assistance across northern,
central and eastern Victoria, the loss of which will have a
significant impact on many farm families who had been
relying on assistance.
The government has made every effort to design and
implement this scheme as early as possible in recognition of
these extenuating circumstances.
The proposed Victorian model
The bill will require a creditor, usually being a bank or other
financial institution, that is seeking to commence enforcement
action over a farm debt, which is wholly or partly secured by
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a farm mortgage, to provide a farmer with the option to
mediate before the creditor may take enforcement action, for
example to commence the process of foreclosure.

negotiate in a professional and sensitive manner to exit their
farm with dignity and be able to continue to live within their
rural community with their heads held high.

Farmers offered mediation have no compulsion to take up the
opportunity.

This bill provides for a mediation process. It is not arbitration.
Settlements will not be imposed on farmers or financial
institutions by a third party. The process opens the way for
mature negotiation whereby the farmer and the creditor can
discuss the individual circumstances and optimally agree on a
mutually beneficial way forward.

The intention is to provide for the efficient and equitable
resolution of farm debt disputes by preventing creditors from
taking enforcement action on a farm debt without first
exploring, in a neutral setting and in a non-adversarial
fashion, alternative terms and conditions which may provide a
mutually beneficial solution to the problem.
The bill only deals with farm debt. This is defined in the bill
as debt incurred by a farmer for the purposes of the conduct
of a farming operation that is secured wholly or partly by a
farm mortgage.
Key features of the Victorian model in relation to the
availability of mediation are:
(a) A creditor seeking to commence enforcement action
over a farm mortgage is required to give the farmer the
option to mediate.
(b) The farmer has 21 days to accept the offer to mediate; if
not, enforcement action can proceed as normal.
(c) In the event that a creditor refuses to meet the obligation
to initiate mediation, or refuses an invitation from a
farmer who is in default to mediate, the scheme
regulator can prohibit the creditor from taking recovery
action for six months.
(d) A farmer does not have to be in default to request
mediation with their creditor concerning the farm debt
but in this instance there is no obligation for the creditor
to accept.
(e) Mediation continues until a mutual agreement is reached
or the small business commissioner is of the view that an
agreement cannot be reached despite both parties
mediating in good faith.
The establishment of this farm debt mediation scheme will
provide farmers with greater security knowing that a creditor
cannot suddenly foreclose on their property without an
opportunity to discuss alternative solutions with the assistance
of an acceptable, neutral and impartial mediator.
For many farm families, the farm is both business and their
home. The bill will reduce the fear felt by many farmers
under financial distress of finding themselves suddenly
without a farm, their home or a job. It will provide greater
security to farmers through a heightened level of confidence
in dealing with their creditors and in being able to negotiate
alternative options to foreclosure.
Often in these situations, communication has broken down
and the two parties are no longer able to negotiate in a
constructive manner. This bill will facilitate a renewal of
communication between the farmer and their creditor.
The Victorian farm debt mediation process provides farmers
with a government-supported forum that enables them to
receive a fair hearing before a creditor commences recovery
action, or may even prevent this action occurring. The bill
will also provide a pathway for farmers to be assisted to

As the process is introduced in Victoria, it will be important
parties not have unrealistic expectations, but to enter
mediation open to consider resolutions that respect the dignity
and business aspirations of both parties.
This scheme has been modelled on the New South Wales
Farm Debt Mediation Act 1994. Revisions to the model have
been made which reflect Victorian administrative structures
and best practices in mediation service delivery which have
evolved over the 17 years since the NSW scheme was
developed.
A close alignment to the NSW model was adopted to support
consistency across state boundaries and minimise
implementation costs to financial institutions that operate in
both jurisdictions.
The administrative support for the legislation will be provided
by the Department of Primary Industries with the mediation
services provided by the Office of the Small Business
Commissioner.
The Office of the Small Business Commissioner is
considered well placed to manage the mediation services
provided for in this proposed scheme. It currently administers
similar mediation initiatives under the Retail Leases Act 2003
and the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Act 2005,
and maintains a panel of mediators with acumen in
commercial matters and a strong presence in regional and
rural areas. Where possible the proposed scheme has been
designed to keep consistency with the Office of the Small
Business Commissioner’s existing prescribed roles and
practices.
The bill will provide greater certainty to participants about the
costs of mediation by providing for a capped nominal fee for
mediation services.
The bill adopts best practice with a focus at the premediation
stage on being fully prepared and to enter negotiations with a
view to settling the matter at the mediation and to move
forward. There is, however, provision for mediation to be
adjourned should a party so wish, particularly if the matter is
complex. In the NSW experience the provision of support
through the premediation dialogue phase often results in
sorting out many of the problems expeditiously.
Discussions with rural financial counsellors in NSW suggest
the scheme works well and is positive for both the farmer and
the creditors with evidence that in at least 72 per cent of cases
parties settled their disputes.
This proposed legislation will complement Victoria’s rural
financial counselling services. These counsellors are expected
to play an important role in this scheme by assisting their
clients to be well prepared for the process and can act as
advocates should the client wish. This obviously makes the
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process more affordable for farmers in a difficult financial
situation.
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the Police Regulation Act 1958;
the Bail Act 1977;

The vast majority of farm debt is with the large recognised
banking institutions. The Australian Bankers Association has
been supportive in the development of the proposed Victorian
scheme. The ABA expressed a desire to have consistency
across the nation which this bill is delivering.
The Victorian Farmers Federation is also supportive of the
proposal.

the Control of Weapons Act 1990;
the Crimes Act 1958;
the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981;
the Environment Protection Act 1970;

Victorian farming families have been requesting this type of
legislation for many years as a safety net to protect from
being foreclosed on suddenly. I am proud to be part of a
government that can deliver this initiative.

the Graffiti Prevention Act 2007;

I commend the bill to the house.

the Mental Health Act 1986;

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 25 August.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(PROTECTIVE SERVICES OFFICERS)
BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations).
Statement of compatibility
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) 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 Justice
Legislation Amendment (Protective Services Officers) Bill
2011.
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, 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 the bill is to provide protective services
officers (PSOs) who are on duty at designated public places
with appropriate powers in order for those officers to be
effective in combating crime and antisocial behaviour
occurring in those public places. The bill achieves this by
amending the following acts to provide those officers with
certain powers:

the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998;
the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989;

the Road Safety Act 1986;
the Summary Offences Act 1966; and
the Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act
1983.
Human rights issues
Liberty
A number of provisions in the bill engage the right to liberty
and security of persons in section 21 of the charter act and,
most pertinently, the right not to be ‘arbitrarily’ arrested or
detained (section 21(2)). The prohibition on ‘arbitrary’
interferences has been said to require that a lawful
interference must be reasonable or proportionate in all the
circumstances, and has also been said to incorporate elements
of inappropriateness, injustice and lack of predictability.
The following clauses confer on PSOs the power to arrest:
Clause 6 amends section 24 of the Bail Act 1977 to
provide that a PSO may arrest, without warrant, a person
who has been released on bail for reasons including that
there are reasonable grounds to believe that the person is
likely to break, is breaking, or has already broken,
relevant bail conditions; or that any surety for the person
wishes to be relieved of surety obligations for those
reasons; or that any surety is dead or that for any other
reason the security is no longer sufficient. This is in an
existing power that applies to members of the police
force, and is necessary to uphold justice by enforcing
orders of the court.
Clause 30 amends section 126(5) of the Liquor Control
Reform Act 1998 to provide that a PSO may arrest,
without warrant, a minor who refuses to provide his or
her name and address upon request. Such a request may
be made where a PSO has reason to believe that the
minor has consumed, is consuming or is about to
consume liquor. This is an existing power that applies to
members of the police force and is necessary to enforce
provisions designed to protect children from the harmful
effects of under-age liquor consumption.
Clause 35 amends section 63(2) of the Magistrates’
Court Act 1989 to provide that a warrant to arrest
directed to a named member of the police force may be
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executed by a PSO. The power to execute a warrant is
important in the interests of justice.
Clause 50 inserts a new section 15 into the Summary
Offences Act 1996 to provide that a PSO may arrest a
person found drunk or drunk and disorderly in a public
place. Such persons must then be lodged in safe custody.
This is an existing power that applies to members of the
police force and is for the purpose of protecting the
safety of both the person themselves and others in the
community.
Clause 58 amends section 219 of the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 to provide
that a PSO may arrest, without warrant, a person if there
are reasonable grounds to believe that the person has
committed an offence against that act or relevant
regulations or the Graffiti Prevention Act 2007, and the
arrest is necessary to ensure the appearance of the person
before a court, to preserve public order, to prevent the
continuation of the offence or a further offence, or for
the safety or welfare of members of the public or of the
person.

I consider that the powers to arrest persons for the reasons
outlined above are not arbitrary. They are powers that
members of the police force currently have in order to achieve
legitimate public purposes. In each case, a PSO is required to
hand an arrested person into the custody of a member of the
police force as soon as practicable after the person is arrested.
Accordingly, the provisions are compatible with section 21 of
the charter act.
In addition to powers to arrest, the following clauses confer
on PSOs the power to apprehend, detain or move persons in
certain circumstances:
Clause 10 inserts a new section 10AA(7) into the
Control of Weapons Act 1990 to provide that a PSO
may detain a person for so long as is reasonably
necessary to conduct a relevant search. There are various
procedural safeguards that apply for the purpose of
conducting such searches. For those search powers to be
effective, PSOs must be able to place necessary
restraints on the liberty of individuals to ensure that they
receive cooperation for the duration of the search. The
power goes no further than is necessary to achieve that
purpose.
Clause 17 amends section 459 of the Crimes Act 1958
to provide that PSOs may apprehend a person, without
warrant, if there are reasonable grounds to believe that
the person has committed an indictable offence. This is
an existing power that applies to members of the police
force and is in the interests of justice and community
safety. A PSO must, as soon as practicable after
apprehending the person, hand the person into the
custody of the police.
Clause 20 inserts a new section 60BA into the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 to provide
that PSOs may exercise police powers under division 2
of that act. This includes the power to apprehend and
detain a person if there are reasonable grounds to believe
that the person is under 18 years of age, is inhaling or
has recently inhaled a volatile substance, and there is a
risk of immediate and serious harm to that person or
another person. The purpose of this power is to prevent
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harm to minors and others as a result of the use of
volatile substances, and a PSO may only exercise the
power in relation to a person who is at, or in the vicinity
of, a designated place. Persons must only be detained
while there is a risk of harm. PSOs must attempt to
release detained persons into the care of a suitable
person who can care for the person (for example, a
parent or guardian); if the PSO has been unable to
release the person into the care of a suitable person, then
they may continue to detain the person until the person
can be handed into the custody of police.
Clause 38 amends section 10 of the Mental Health Act
1986 to provide that a PSO may apprehend a person
who appears to be mentally ill if there are reasonable
grounds to believe that the person has recently attempted
suicide or serious bodily harm to themselves or another
person (or is likely to). A PSO must, as soon as
practicable after apprehending the person, hand the
person into the custody of the police or a mental health
practitioner. This is an existing power that applies to
members of the police force and is for the purpose of
protecting the safety of both the person themselves and
others in the community.
Clause 59 amends section 220 of the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 to provide
that PSOs may remove a person and the person’s
property from public transport vehicles and premises if
there are reasonable grounds to believe that the person is
committing an offence under that act or regulations and
is likely to be attended with danger or annoyance to the
public or hindrance to the police or relevant officers.
This is an existing power that applies to members of the
police force and is for the purpose of protecting the
safety of the community.

I consider that the powers to apprehend, detain and move
persons for the reasons outlined above are not arbitrary. They
are powers that members of the police force currently have in
order to achieve legitimate public purposes. Accordingly, the
provisions are compatible with section 21 of the charter act.
Freedom of movement
A number of provisions empower PSOs to limit a person’s
free movement, in a way that falls short of detention,
including:
Clause 41 gives PSOs powers under the Road Safety
Act 1986 to prevent driving by incapable persons.
Clause 48 gives PSOs powers under the Summary
Offences Act 1966 to direct that a person move on
where the PSO suspects on reasonable grounds that: a
person is breaching or likely to breach the peace; a
person is endangering or likely to endanger the safety of
another person; or the behaviour of a person is likely to
cause injury or damage to property or is otherwise a risk
to public safety.
Clause 59 gives PSOs powers under the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 to remove
offenders where the PSO believes on reasonable
grounds that the person is committing an offence against
the act or the regulations; and that the commission of the
offence is or is likely to be attended with: (i) danger or
annoyance to the public; or (ii) hindrance to any member
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of the police force or any authorised officer or any
employee of, or person engaged by, a passenger
transport company or bus company.
In each case I consider that the limit on the person’s
movement is reasonable and justified, as they are necessary to
achieve the important purpose of the provisions (to prevent
offences and to protect the public). Accordingly, I consider
the provisions are compatible with the right to free movement
in section 12 of the charter act.
Privacy
Protective services officers are given a number of search
powers, including:
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proof-of-age document if the PSO has a reasonable
belief the document is fake (clause 31).
Clause 57 empowers PSOs to require provision of
names and addresses where the PSO believes on
reasonable grounds that the person has committed or is
about to commit an offence against the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 or the
Graffiti Prevention Act 2007.

I consider that any interference with privacy through the
gathering of such information is neither unlawful nor
arbitrary. Accordingly I consider that clauses 30, 31 and 57
are compatible with the right to privacy in section 8 of the
charter act.

Clause 10 gives PSOs powers under the Control of
Weapons Act 1990 to search persons, vehicles and
things in a person’s possession or control where the PSO
has reasonable grounds for suspecting that the person
has a weapon. These powers are subject to procedural
safeguards as set out in proposed section 10AA(4) and
searches must be conducted in the least invasive way as
is practicable in the circumstances (section 10AA(6)).

In addition, clause 42 gives PSOs powers under the Road
Safety Act 1986 to enter a motor vehicle, using reasonable
force if necessary, to establish the identity of the driver or to
arrest a person, if the driver refuses to obey a lawful direction.
The entering of the motor vehicle may involve an interference
with privacy but it is neither unlawful nor arbitrary.
Accordingly I consider that clause 42 is compatible with the
right to privacy in section 8 of the charter act.

Clause 20 gives PSOs powers under division 2 of the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981,
which relate to the protection of the health and welfare
of persons under 18 years of age with respect to volatile
substances. This includes the power to search persons,
vehicles, packages or things for volatile substances
where the PSO has reasonable grounds for suspecting:
that a young person has and is inhaling, or intending to
inhale, a volatile substance (section 60E); or that a
person intends to provide a volatile substance or
instrument to a young person (section 60F). These
powers are subject to procedural safeguards
(sections 60G and 60H).

Property

Clause 25 gives PSOs powers under the Graffiti
Prevention Act 2001 to search persons, vehicles,
packages and things where a PSO has reasonable
grounds for suspecting that a person has in his or her
possession a prescribed graffiti implement. This can be
without warrant where the PSO suspects that relevant
evidence is likely to be lost or destroyed if a search is
delayed until a search warrant is obtained and the person
is 14 years of age or more (section 13). These searches
are subject to procedural safeguards generally
(sections 13 and 15) and specific safeguards for persons
under 18 (section 14).

Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva, MLC
Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations

Having regard to the purpose and the powers, the basis for the
exercise of the powers (reasonable grounds to suspect) and
the procedural safeguards, I consider that any interference
with privacy occasioned by these powers is neither unlawful
nor arbitrary. Accordingly, the provisions are compatible with
the right to privacy in section 8 of the charter act.
Protective services officers are also given a number of powers
to obtain personal information, including:
Clause 30 empowers PSOs to demand a person’s age,
name and address where a PSO has reason to believe
that a person who appears to be under the age of
18 years has consumed, is consuming or is about to
consumer liquor in contravention of the Liquor Control
Reform Act 1998. PSOs are also empowered to seize a

A number of provisions empower PSOs to seize property,
either permanently or temporarily (e.g. clauses 9, 10, 20, 25,
31, 32, 41). However, in each case any deprivation occurs in
accordance with the law and therefore there is no limit on the
right to property in section 20 of the charter act.
Conclusion
For the reasons given in this statement, I consider that the bill
is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations).
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This government was elected with a mandate to introduce
protective services officers (PSOs) on the rail network to
protect the community against violence and other antisocial
behaviours which had made travel on the network,
particularly at night, an unacceptable risk for many in the
community.
This government is committed to the deployment of
940 PSOs on the rail network by the end of its first term in
office. PSOs will be deployed on stations from 6.00 p.m. until
last train 7 days a week, 365 days a year.
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The purpose of the bill is to provide PSOs who are on duty at
designated places with appropriate powers in order for those
officers to be effective in combating crime and antisocial
behaviour occurring in those public places. The bill achieves
this by amending the following acts to provide those PSOs
with certain powers:
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for these powers, have been limited to ensure a proportionate
response to the types of incidents that have occurred on the
network.
The power to arrest an offender who is wanted on a warrant
issued by a court will extend to cover all PSOs while on duty,
not just those PSOs on duty at railway stations.

the Police Regulation Act 1958;
the Bail Act 1977;

The deployment of the PSOs will be determined on a priority
basis, with the incidence of crime and public disorder a key
factor in determining placement.

the Control of Weapons Act 1990;

the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981;

The bill will implement a key government commitment to
enhance community safety and complements the
government’s other law and order initiatives; the extra
1700 police (including 100 additional transit police).

the Environment Protection Act 1970;

I commend the bill to the house.

the Crimes Act 1958;

the Graffiti Prevention Act 2007;
the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998;

Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan).

the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989;

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 25 August.

the Mental Health Act 1986;
the Road Safety Act 1986;
the Summary Offences Act 1966; and
the Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act
1983.
These powers have been selected carefully to ensure PSOs
will have the necessary powers to support their community
safety role on the rail network. Unlike police members, who
may exercise their powers 24 hours a day, PSOs will only be
able to exercise the powers they are being given while on
duty at places designated by regulation.
PSOs will be able to exercise these powers in respect of
incidents that occur at and in the vicinity of designated places,
that is, places designated in the Police Regulations 2003 as
places where PSOs may be deployed.
The training that these PSOs will receive has also been
extended from 9 weeks to 12 weeks to include instruction in
the exercise of these new powers. It should also be recognised
that PSOs already receive the same level of training in the use
of tactical equipment (firearms, oleoresin capsicum spray,
batons and handcuffs) as police and are required to requalify
in the use of that equipment every six months in the same
way that police members are required to do.
The policy intention of this bill is to increase safety on the rail
network addressing commuter concerns about travel on the
network, particularly at night.
The recruitment standards for PSOs will be as high as for
police officers. The PSOs recruited for this role will receive
an appropriate level of training having regard to the new
powers they will be able to exercise. PSOs will also be
subject to the same complaint and discipline system as applies
to police officers and are subject to investigation by the Office
of Police Integrity.
The operation of the PSOs is purposely constrained to the
execution of these new powers while on duty, at or in the
vicinity of rail stations. The powers, and the area of operation

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT
(ELECTORAL MATTERS) BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) on motion of Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning),
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva 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 Local
Government Amendment (Electoral Matters) Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Local Government Amendment (Electoral
Matters) Bill 2011, as introduced to the Legislative Council,
is compatible with the human rights protected by the charter
act.
Overview of bill
The bill has two main purposes as follows:
1.

to bring forward the date of local government general
elections from the last Saturday in November to the
fourth Saturday in October; and

2.

to make the City of Melbourne subject to regular
independent electoral representation reviews in the same
way as all other Victorian councils.
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The change to election dates, which delivers on an election
commitment and which responds to requests from the local
government sector, will allow more time for new councillors
to learn about their role and responsibilities before having to
address major decisions around the preparation of the council
plan and the budget.
The City of Melbourne is the only council which has its
electoral structure set out in legislation (the City of
Melbourne Act 2001). Enabling regular reviews of that
council will ensure that its electoral structure continues to
provide fair and equitable representation to the municipality’s
voters.
The bill also broadens the range of circumstances when an
order in council may be made to set another election date for
one or more councils, which avoids overlaps with school
holiday periods or state or commonwealth elections or other
events or circumstances such as natural disasters, which may
adversely impact on the conduct of the election in the future.
The bill further provides for consequential amendments to the
Local Government Act 1989 regarding the timing of other
statutory processes which will be affected by the change of
election date.
Human rights issues
The bill does not raise any human rights issues.
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.
Matthew Guy, MLC
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations).
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This government is committed to the maintenance of
democratic electoral arrangements for local government in
Victoria. This bill will make two important improvements to
the electoral framework for councils in this state.
Firstly, it will improve the electoral schedule, by bringing
forward municipal general elections by one month.
Secondly, the bill will make the City of Melbourne subject to
regular independent electoral representation reviews in the
same way as all other Victorian councils.
Currently municipal general elections are set down for the last
Saturday in November in each four-year cycle. This bill will
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move that forward to the fourth Saturday in October of each
cycle.
The purpose of this change is to overcome problems
identified by the local government sector.
These centred on the fact that the current schedule leaves little
time between the elections and the Christmas/New Year
holiday period.
This means there is insufficient opportunity for newly elected
councillors to be inducted into their roles before the
Christmas/New Year break.
Furthermore, November elections allow little time for new
councils to begin work on their four-year council plans and
annual budgets prior to interruption by the holiday period.
This is inefficient and unnecessary.
This government responded to the sector’s concerns by
making an election commitment to move elections to a more
suitable date in each four-year cycle. This bill delivers on that
commitment.
This change will take effect from the next council general
elections in October 2012.
The bill also makes a number of consequential amendments
to the timing of other statutory processes which will be
affected by the change of the election date, including
lodgement of campaign donation returns, election of mayors
and the setting of mayoral and councillor allowances.
On the matter of the timing of council elections, the bill
broadens the range of circumstances which may adversely
impact on the conduct of elections which would enable an
order in council to be made to change the election date for
one or more councils. These include school holidays, state
and commonwealth elections and natural disasters such as
flooding and bushfires.
The bill also brings the City of Melbourne into the same
framework of electoral representation reviews as all other
Victorian councils. Until now, that council has not been
subject to reviews, as its electoral arrangements have been
specified by the City of Melbourne Act 2001.
The City of Melbourne Act 2001 recognises that, in many
respects, Melbourne has specific characteristics which
distinguish it from other municipalities.
However, following representations and a formal request
from Lord Mayor Robert Doyle on behalf of the council, this
government has decided that providing for regular electoral
representation reviews of Melbourne will be in the best
interests of local democracy.
This is because there have been significant demographic
changes in the city of Melbourne since 2001 when the
council’s electoral structure was last considered. New
residential development in and around Melbourne’s central
business district has expanded significantly over the past
decade, as well as the incorporation of the Docklands and
parts of Kensington and North Melbourne into the city.
In recognition of these major changes, the government has
agreed that regular reviews are required.
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Accordingly, this bill makes provision for the City of
Melbourne to be included in the regular cycle of electoral
representation reviews of all councils by the Victorian
Electoral Commission.
The position of Melbourne’s Lord Mayor and Deputy Lord
Mayor will not be included in these reviews. Any changes to
Melbourne’s electoral structure recommended from a review
would require an amendment to the City of Melbourne Act
2001 by Parliament.
This government is committed to effective local democracy in
Victoria, and this bill will make an important contribution to
strengthening the municipal electoral framework.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr TEE (Eastern
Metropolitan) on motion of Hon. M. P. Pakula.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 25 August.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
30 August.

Motion agreed to.

ACCIDENT TOWING SERVICES
AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 30 June; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Given the passage of the previous bill, what a dubious
honour it is to be making the first substantive
contribution in the new world order. It is probably
lucky for me and for the other contributors to the debate
that this is not a contentious bill and that none of us are
likely to fall foul of the new parliamentary procedures
that could see our pay being docked, at least not as part
of this debate.
Mr Drum interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I indicate that while
Mr Drum is in the chamber there is always the
possibility that things will get out of hand.
The opposition will not be opposing this bill. Ms Allan,
who is the member for Bendigo East in the Assembly
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and the shadow Minister for Roads, eloquently put the
opposition’s position on this bill in the debate in the
other place. Some of the technical elements of the bill
were addressed as well as some of the opposition’s
concerns about the bill and the process leading up to it.
I will only touch on those matters briefly given the hour
and given the fact that these matters have been
ventilated fulsomely in the Legislative Assembly.
The regulation of the towing industry is now almost
30 years old. Regulation commenced back in 1983, and
it was introduced as a response to many of the concerns
that existed back in the 1970s and early 1980s about a
number of practices that existed in the industry. In some
respects this bill is simply the latest of many iterations
that legislation regulating towing has gone through
since the early 1980s. Under the legislation the
Essential Services Commission (ESC) is required to
conduct a review of fees and charges and to provide
recommendations to the Minister for Roads. Once he
receives those recommendations it is the minister’s
responsibility to set the fees. In many respects the bill
we are dealing with today is a response to the latest
report of the Essential Services Commission. Some of
its recommendations require legislative change, and in
large part this bill is a response to that and is an
implementation of those parts of the ESC report that
recommend legislative change.
The previous Minister for Roads and Ports, as the
portfolio then was, who is the member for Tarneit,
received the report back in June 2010. One of the things
it recommends is an increase in towing and storage
charges of 12.5 per cent. That recommendation was
accepted by the former government and gazetted just
before it went into caretaker mode on 29 October last
year. The majority of the recommendations of the ESC
report are to be found in this bill, but not all of them,
and a little bit later in my contribution I will come back
to those parts of the ESC report that are not covered by
the bill.
The bill regulates the price of accident and towing
services in metropolitan Melbourne by amending the
Accident and Towing Services Act 2007. It extends the
power of the minister to determine a basic salvage fee,
but it makes it clear that complex salvage jobs are not
regulated and are not to be regulated. The bill makes it
clear that that element of the ESC recommendations is
accepted as well. I suppose that is a reflection of the
fact that it is very hard to set a fee for some of the more
complex jobs where it is difficult to consider all the
possible eventualities. But it is important that for
run-of-the-mill towing and salvage jobs there is the
regulation that is imposed by the act and amended by
this bill. The bill requires the Essential Services
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Commission to review the regulated fees every four
years, and it requires that non-regulated fees, which
include fees outside the Melbourne metropolitan area,
be reasonable.
There are a number of other more minor changes which
will be carried out with the passage of this bill and
which have been addressed in the minister’s
second-reading speech. They were responded to by the
member for Ballarat East in the other place, Ms Allan,
who is the shadow Minister for Roads, and I do not
propose to go into them in any detail. I shall just outline
some of the opposition’s concerns about the bill; they
are not numerous.
I think as a matter of practice when the Essential
Services Commission issues a report it is incumbent on
the government to provide a full response to the report.
As I have indicated, this legislation of and by itself
represents a response to parts of the report; the
government’s intention is clear by virtue of the
provisions of the bill. But those parts of the report that
are not addressed in the bill have not been responded to
at all, and I think in those circumstances it is important
for the government to indicate, for the certainty of the
industry but also for the certainty of consumers, what
its response is to the full ESC report. There is some
uncertainty in the sector particularly with regard to
recommendations 8 and 9 of the report, as I am sure
government contributors to the debate on the bill at
least will be aware.
Recommendation 8 goes to what kind of regulation
might apply in Geelong. The recommendation states:
The Victorian government should review the nature and form
of regulation to apply to accident towing and storage fees
throughout Victoria, including whether there is a need to
regulate accident towing and storage fees in Geelong.

It is clearly the view of the Essential Services
Commission that the government should investigate
regulation more broadly than just in the Melbourne
metropolitan area. It makes a specific reference to
Geelong, and I think at the very least the government
should respond to that recommendation. I would go as
far as to say that it should respond in the affirmative —
that is, it should indicate that it is prepared to
investigate whether or not the regulation of towing
services should apply in Geelong. The government has
carried out a range of reviews and investigations into
other things; I would imagine this kind of review could
easily be conducted internally within the Department of
Transport. I would not imagine it would be an onerous,
lengthy or costly investigation. Given the
recommendation of the ESC is that the investigation
should be carried out, I suggest the government ought
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to carry it out, but at the very least it ought to indicate
whether or not it will carry out the investigation.
The other point that was made by the member for
Bendigo East in the other place, Ms Allan, who is the
shadow minister and I will touch on it briefly here, is
that it is important that in the development of a bill such
as this the government properly consult with affected
organisations and representative bodies. The Victorian
Automobile Chamber of Commerce represents some
150 towing contractors who are concerned that they
have not been adequately consulted in the preparation
of the bill. I know Ms Allan met with the VACC, but at
that time it had not been consulted by government. I
understand that subsequent to Ms Allan’s meeting with
the VACC the government met with it, which is
welcome, but nevertheless it remains concerned about a
number of issues, in particular issues surrounding the
transfer of towing licences.
It is true to say that there is no particular authority
within the state of Victoria that has the power to
prevent the transfer of tow-truck licences, and there
have to be some concerns about that. I know the VACC
has expressed those concerns. Given the review of the
allocation areas that is also in place, there is the
potential for there to be some form of profiteering with
contractors potentially buying a lower value licence in
regional Victoria but then transferring that licence to a
part of the state that is still regional but because of its
proximity to the Melbourne metropolitan area the
licence is in fact of a much higher value.
Those are just some of the concerns that have been
raised. I think as a matter of good practice it would be
better if these organisations were properly consulted
prior to the drafting of a bill so that any concerns and
good advice that those organisations could provide to
government could find their way into a bill such as this.
But as I said, it is my understanding that since Ms Allan
met with the VACC it has since had its moment with
the minister and has at least had the opportunity to
convey those concerns directly.
Having expressed those concerns, let me reiterate that
the opposition will not be opposing the bill. I look
forward to contributions from government members,
particularly any contribution that might shed light on
some of the concerns that have been raised by the
opposition during this debate.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr O’DONOHUE
(Eastern Victoria).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
That this house:
(1) acknowledges that Israel is a legitimate and democratic
state and a good friend of Australia;
(2) notes the public backlash against the decision by
Marrickville Council to boycott Israel;
(3) calls on all public organisations and entities to withdraw
any support for this boycott that they may have
previously provided; and
(4) calls on all members of the Victorian Legislative
Council to declare their support for Israel, reject racist
and inflammatory actions against Australia’s allies and
condemn the boycott of Israel.

When speaking on this motion I would also like at the
outset to acknowledge the sometimes difficult and
complex political history and devastating conflicts
experienced by both the Israeli and Palestinian people
over many years. In saying that I am also aware of the
uncertainty the Jewish people have had to endure over
so many years whilst trying to establish a homeland and
the many persecutions they have suffered.
I refer to the first part of my motion which
acknowledges that Israel is a legitimate and democratic
state and a good friend of Australia. Jewish people have
been in Australia since early settlement; in fact they
were part of the arrival of the First Fleet. The friendship
between Australia and Israel is longstanding. In 1947
Australia was the first country to vote in favour of the
1947 United Nations partition plan which has
worldwide recognition and 143 United Nations member
states including, as was announced in July this year, full
democratic relations between the state of Israel and
South Sudan.
Apart from the international recognition by Australia
we in Melbourne are very lucky to have had many
Jewish figures make so many contributions in so many
ways. Members of this chamber would well know such
significant public and political figures as Sir John
Monash; Sir Isaac Isaacs; Sir Zelman Cowen; in
science, Sir Gustav Nossal; in business, Sidney Myer,
John Gandel, Richard Pratt and David Mandie.
I will take the opportunity to speak for a moment about
David Mandie, who, sadly, after a short illness, died on
Wednesday at the age of 93. David was a great example
of a fine Australian in so many ways. He was a true
entrepreneur, who was charming and generous, and I
had the great privilege of knowing him in more recent
years. David’s story is a great one. He started out
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selling tobacco in his father’s barber shop as a young
man and went on to purchase a wholesale wine and
spirit enterprise before being involved in the duty-free
retail industry, at which he was very successful.
David was well known amongst many people for his
multiple business abilities. More importantly he was
known for his kindness, generosity and philanthropy
towards so many people around this country and for the
contributions he made to both Australian and Israeli
projects. He was also widely known in the sporting
fraternity. He would be well known to a member of this
chamber, Mr Finn, who is, as David was, a passionate
Richmond supporter. In fact David did much for
Victorian sport, having had a 70-plus year association
with Victorian sport in one way or another.
There has been and will be much written about David
Mandie, I am sure, but what he has given in so many
ways to this country, the state of Victoria and his own
community makes this motion even more meaningful
to me.
I go back to paragraph (2) of my motion, which notes
the public backlash against the decision by Marrickville
Council to boycott Israel. Marrickville is a local
government area situated in inner western Sydney.
What is so significant about Marrickville Council in
relation to the state of Israel is what was said in
December 2010. On 14 December 2010 Cr Cathy
Peters moved a motion to support an international
boycott, divestment and sanctions campaign against
Israel. This motion was supported by the Greens, Labor
and one Independent councillor, including
mayor Cr Fiona Byrne, the Greens candidate for the
seat of Marrickville in the New South Wales state
election. The only members of the council to oppose
the motion were two Independents.
The motion was widely condemned at the time by
politicians from both sides of the political spectrum,
including federal Minister for Foreign Affairs Kevin
Rudd, then New South Wales Premier Kristina
Keneally and federal Greens leader Bob Brown.
Fortunately at the time wiser heads prevailed, and
Marrickville Council voted 8-4 not to pursue its boycott
of Israel.
During that time it was revealed that the boycott would
cost Marrickville ratepayers in the vicinity of
$3.7 million if it was fully adopted. It would cost
$3 million alone to replace Hewlett-Packard computers,
$300 000 for new record-keeping software, $150 000
for new Motorola products, and the list goes on.
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I doubt, though, that this takes into account the full
impact of the widespread adoption of other Israeli
innovations that have been so prominent within the
Marrickville Council and in Australian business in
general. Those innovations, those business abilities and
those movements that have benefited so many in this
country and in the state of Israel do not seem to bother
the extreme left. It does not seem to bother those who
foot the bill as long as Israel is publicly demonised at
the time. Labor members on the Marrickville Council
also voted for this motion in December, which was
disappointing.

action to prevent the boycotts from continuing. But
shirking the law does not seem to worry these
extremists. Soon after they were initially arrested a
number of them breached bail conditions and needed to
be arrested again. They were not listening to the law or
to what the longstanding law and order practices in this
country are about.

I want to go back to what this was all about in relation
to the BDS (boycott, divestment and sanctions)
campaign and look at what the BDS is. I note that the
BDS campaign website states:

I would also like to commend and acknowledge, at a
federal level, the Prime Minister, Julia Gillard, the
foreign minister, Kevin Rudd, the member for
Melbourne Ports, Michael Danby and the leader of the
Greens, Bob Brown, for their stand against these
boycotts, but their efforts should not stop with mere
words.

In 2005 Palestinian civil society issued a call for a campaign
of boycotts, divestment and sanctions (BDS) against Israel
until it complies with international law and Palestinian rights.
A truly global movement against Israeli apartheid is rapidly
emerging in response to this call.

This is quite frightening, and these are quite frightening
movements if that is what the Greens were trying to
purport at that time. I am absolutely horrified to think
that that was happening in this country.
What is even worse is that the movement has spread to
Melbourne and Victoria, and I highlight the recent
demonstrations outside the confectionery chain Max
Brenner, which has numerous stores here in Melbourne,
across the country and internationally. Max Brenner
was not the only store to be condemned. Companies
involved in cosmetics and other Israeli-owned
businesses were targeted for ‘profiteering from
resources in the land stolen by Israel’. That is quoted on
the BDS campaign website.
I am pleased that the Baillieu government has taken a
principled stand against these extremists. The Premier
has quite rightly said:
The targeting of businesses because of their religious or
cultural association offends the whole community and
undermines our multicultural society.

In addition, the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Michael
O’Brien, stated that the actions in boycotting Max
Brenner stores are likely to be illegal, and he has
written to the Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission (ACCC) seeking that it investigate
anti-Israel campaigners for breach of commonwealth
laws. In particular the actions are likely to contravene
section 45D of the Competition and Consumer Act
2010, formerly the Trade Practices Act 1974. The
minister has requested that the ACCC take immediate

Sadly we have seen in recent times such extreme and
destructive behaviours, what they can do and how they
have disrupted many people in the UK in the form of
riots.

I am concerned that those within Labor and the Greens
who are unwilling to budge on this issue continue to
insist on undermining the legitimacy of the state of
Israel. Take Senator Lee Rhiannon, for example, who
shepherded the BDS policy through the New South
Wales Greens state council. The policy called for all
Australians and the Australian government to boycott
Israeli goods, trading and military arrangements and
sporting, cultural and academic events. While
Senator Brown has spoken out against her actions, he
must do more to quash her extreme views along with
the views that we saw demonstrated outside the Max
Brenner stores.
Labor and the union movement are not immune to
criticism either. I draw the house’s attention to a
resolution of the Victorian Trades Hall Council passed
on 10 September 2010. It states:
Therefore the VTHC executive council determines to support
this campaign, and as a first step it will endorse and send
representatives to the BDS conference to be held in
Melbourne on 29 to 31 October 2010.
Further, the VTHC executive council determines that the
VTHC will:
promote this campaign within the community, work
with unions and other organisations that support the
campaign to maximise its effectiveness; and
provide reports to executive council at six-monthly
intervals and will include information on the
effectiveness of the campaign (Sis. Halfpenny and
Bro. Cragg will be the responsible officers).

Unfortunately that is stated in their resolution, and
unfortunately that is part of the Labor movement. That
needs to be quashed. Those responsible for those sorts

ISRAEL: SUPPORT
2582

COUNCIL

of statements need to understand that this sort of
boycotting of the Israeli state, Israeli products and
Israeli companies should not be tolerated in Australia.
This is an absolutely free society where that sort of
behaviour should not be undertaken. I call on all
members of this chamber to support this motion, and in
doing so I ask both Labor and Greens members to do
that.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
say at the outset that it is a matter of great regret to me
that we were not given appropriate notice that this
motion was going to be brought on this afternoon. We
were in the middle of debate on the Accident Towing
Services Amendment Bill 2011. I had just sat down
after making my contribution, when Mr O’Donohue
moved that we adjourn debate on the bill. I would have
thought that for a motion of this nature members of the
opposition ought to be given — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — It was 9.05 a.m.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — We were told that the next
item on the agenda was the Accident Towing Services
Amendment Bill 2011. Nobody said to us that debate
on that bill would be adjourned. It would have been
much better if Mr Lenders or I had been given the
opportunity to properly prepare for this debate.
Hon. D. M. Davis — It has been on the notice paper
for a long time.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Yes, Mr Davis, I am
aware it has been on the notice paper.
Let me say that the opposition will support this motion.
I come to this debate as a longstanding and proud
supporter of the state of Israel. I attended my sister’s
wedding in Israel. Members of my family have lived in
the state of Israel, both my direct and my extended
family. The state of Israel was a safe haven for many
members of my family who decamped there after
World War II, some of whom were survivors of
Auschwitz and other concentration camps. It is not a
cause or motion that I support with any reservation
whatsoever. But it is regrettable that some of the obiter
dicta, if you like, that was contained in Ms Crozier’s
speech was there.
I say that because I am aware that an earlier motion was
removed from the notice paper because it contained
what the opposition considered to be unnecessarily
inflammatory suggestions about the Labor Party and
trade unions. I understand there were discussions
between the parties in order to achieve a motion that
could be supported and where there was no attempt
being made with the motion to divide and conquer. I
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was pleased when I saw the revised motion on the
notice paper. All of that material had been deleted, but
to then have it readmitted, if you like, through the back
door via the debate is extraordinarily regrettable. I can
only imagine that the motive for doing so was some
hope that it would create some difficulty within the
opposition, that it would create some pause or cause for
us to reconsider our position. If that was the ploy, it has
been spectacularly unsuccessful, and it has done
whoever was the author of that strategy no credit
whatsoever. Whoever was the author of that strategy
ought to be ashamed of themselves.
In regard to the motion itself, there has been a strong,
profound and uncompromising rejection of the boycott
against the state of Israel by a swathe of Labor MPs,
including Mr Danby, the federal member for
Melbourne Ports; Senator Feeney; Senator Conroy; and
Paul Howes from the Australian Workers Union, all of
whom participated in a sit-in at Max Brenner Australia.
I understand there is going to be another one, and I
suspect a number of us will attend.
There was immediate support from the Victorian
Leader of the Opposition, Mr Andrews, for the
measures that were announced by the Minister for
Consumer Affairs. As much as any member of the
government I wish that those individuals who somehow
think that racist behaviour, anti-Semitic behaviour, can
be excused by badging it as anti-Zionist or
anti-apartheid behaviour would cease and desist now
and forever more. There is no justification for what they
do. I would be delighted if they would pay as much
attention to the atrocities being committed against the
Syrian people by their own government and to the
atrocities being committed against the Libyan people by
their own government. It seems they have set a
different standard for the state of Israel and believe that
because they can badge it as an assault against a nation
rather than an assault against a religion it is somehow
okay.
I have no difficulty supporting the motion. I have no
difficulty separating myself from any behaviour of any
person on the left of the political spectrum who thinks
that behaviour is okay. Anybody from the government
who thinks that they will cause for the opposition even
a moment’s hesitation in supporting the motion by
incorporating into the debate the phrases ‘the union
movement’ or ‘Victorian Trades Hall Council’ or
‘some Labor members in Marrickville’ is kidding
themselves. It does not cause us a moment’s hesitation
in supporting the motion.
As I said at the outset, it is extraordinarily regrettable
that in such a cunning and underhanded way the
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government has somehow sought to, on the one hand,
say, ‘We praise the actions of the Prime Minister, we
praise the actions of the foreign minister’, and then, on
the other hand, get the barb in by referring to some
Labor members and some unions. It can be nothing
other than an attempt to break open the absolute
bipartisan consensus that has existed on this issue for
decades. Whilst I enthusiastically support the motion,
enthusiastically reject the boycott and enthusiastically
support the actions of all members of Parliament, state
and federal, Labor and Liberal, who have been down at
Max Brenner and at other Israeli businesses expressing
their solidarity, I have to say this motion could have
been debated and passed in a spirit of much greater
generosity if it were not for the amateurish and
unworthy attempts to find a way to put the needle into
the opposition over an issue that we should all be
agreeing on wholeheartedly.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I have
just been informed that the form of the motion has
changed from that originally tabled and read out by
Ms Crozier and indeed from that foreshadowed by the
Minister for Health in the Australian prior to members
receiving formal notice of it.
From time to time we deal with matters of international
relations in state Parliament. Obviously it is in not our
remit, and that is because in many ways we cannot
productively engage with those issues as state MPs.
They are properly a matter of debate for the federal
Parliament, where outcomes related to the issues can be
reached, but from time to time we deal with
international relations or matters outside the borders of
Australia. Ms Pennicuik may have raised concerns
about human rights in Burma, and on one occasion
Mr Guy moved a motion commemorating, I think, the
Armenian genocide.
Mr Finn — The Ukrainian famine.
Mr BARBER — Yes, the Ukrainian famine was the
concern that Mr Guy brought to the house. We handled
that quite sensitively, without attempting to score points
with anybody. Mr Pakula is right to raise a concern
about the objectives of the member who moved this
motion. If the objective were to productively contribute
to a solution to an international problem, then a state
Parliament unanimously supporting that motion in that
format could be of some assistance. If, as Mr Pakula
started to suspect, it is the opposite — that is, if the
motion does not provide support to a productive
solution and is an attempt to wedge one or other party
along the way — then the contribution of state
Parliament will become less and less useful.
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It would be possible for us to bring matters of
international relations into Parliament every single
sitting week. We could spend our time as state MPs
researching and informing ourselves so as to contribute
to motions that would normally be the sort of things our
federal colleagues occupy themselves with. I was
surprised, therefore, that we moved away from the
extremely prosaic business of legislating for tow trucks
to debate this matter before the Chair. Presumably we
will return to finalising that piece of legislation on tow
trucks before we leave.
I am not a scholar when it comes to the Israel-Palestine
conflict nor, for that matter, much of anything to do
with the Middle East, so I would not want to proffer
options for solutions to those matters. I understand how
extraordinarily complex the issue is. As a state MP, I
simply do not have the time or capacity to get involved
in the issue. There are a few international issues that I
have an interest in, but I know I will not get to pursue
them as long as I am in the state Parliament with my
11 shadow portfolios. I will simply be devoting myself
to public transport, forest protection and so forth.
This issue has been in the newspapers for a year or so.
Ms Crozier’s motion in its shrunken form now seems to
attribute most of the responsibility for the controversy
to a New South Wales council. I now understand,
because Mr Pakula informed us, that there has been
some negotiation between the Labor and Liberal parties
in an attempt to frame a motion that could receive
unanimous and unqualified support across the board,
but unfortunately, because of where the motion started,
the motion is simply a return to the issue of what a New
South Wales council did rather than a broad question
regarding enduring peace.
In terms of that, my party’s policy advocates a two-state
solution. That is an easy handle to describe a particular
course that has been charted towards peace in that
region. But while it sounds simple as it rolls off the
tongue, even that middle ground is extraordinarily
complicated in its implementation. If members read the
newspapers, they will have seen that there is no steady,
regular or linear course in regard to that. I do not
propose to say anything more than that about the
Israel-Palestine conflict.
My party has a national policy in terms of the
Israel-Palestine conflict that advocates a two-state
solution. It is the solution that is broadly supported by
Barack Obama, the President of the USA. I had to look
around a bit to find references to it by the Liberal Party.
I found a transcript of a doorstop interview of Tony
Abbott, federal Leader of the Opposition, where he
addressed a whole range of questions as you normally
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do in a doorstop interview. At the end of the interview
he was asked a question regarding the conflict, and he
said he supported a two-state solution. I am presuming
that is a generally accepted view.
However, we can understand — and I have not
researched it — that there will be extremists on both
sides of this conflict who say they support a two-state
solution while working against it. If they can say they
support a two-state solution and then say, ‘But the guy
on the other end will never let it happen even though he
says it’, then that is the great difficulty, is it not? There
is not enough trust and faith in its implementation that
such a solution could come to pass, even though it is
obviously the consensus of the Labor and Liberal
parties, the Greens, The Nationals and national
governments around the world, including the very
influential United States government.
Ms Crozier addressed a number of issues along the
way. She referred to people who have been protesting,
and she told us they have been arrested by Victoria
Police and charged by Victoria Police. Some action has
been taken in that area. She referred to section 45D and
45E of the commonwealth Competition and Consumer
Act 2010 and said that the state Minister for Consumer
Affairs had written to his federal counterpart asking
them to investigate. That shows yet again it is out of the
state jurisdiction if that is the particular issue that
Ms Crozier is raising. I do not have time or intend to go
through that section of the Trade Practices Act 1974.
Again it is out of our jurisdiction. I can have a view on
it, but my view is not particularly useful.
I believe sincerely that something has been lost in this
whole episode relating to the boycott, divestment and
sanctions controversy on which all parties and parts of
all those different parties that I mentioned have had
various views at various times. Debating a motion at
the state level is not particularly useful unless we hope
that by doing so we provide some support to those
others at the national and supranational level who are
doing their best to achieve an outcome. The outcome,
as we all agree now, is a two-state solution. Therefore, I
will move a simple amendment which reflects that
broader goal. I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with a view of
inserting in their place ‘this house supports the aspirations and
rights of each of the Palestinian and Israeli peoples to
independent states, living in peace and security.’.

I hope I can obtain support from all members for that
motion.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — Several
speakers have said that they were surprised at the order
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in which this motion was raised today, and they spoke
about the Accident Towing Services Amendment Bill
2011 which was scheduled to be debated next. Towing
is important. However, Ms Crozier’s motion is of huge
and profound importance not only to this state but also
to our country and to borders well and truly beyond our
country.
As Mr Pakula so passionately put it, in this chamber
and in the Legislative Assembly there are many who
are pro-Israeli. I proudly say that I am, too. Several
years ago I was fortunate to lead a deputation with
Jennifer Huppert, a former member in this place, of
many members of this chamber. When I returned I said
that Israel was a beacon of democracy in a sea of chaos.
Sadly that chaos has escalated, but Israel continues to
be a beacon of democracy. It is therefore vitally
important that at every stage we, as legislators and
responsible members who play a big role in our
communities, objectively keep the dialogue, the debate
and the issues out there on the wider scene.
Max Brenner is the man at the centre of this boycott.
He is seen to be the epitome of what is happening. He
was reported in the Australian of 13 August as saying
that he is a man of peace who hates all forms of
violence. How has this chocolate maker become the
target of anti-Israeli protesters in Australia, who accuse
him of being complicit with the Israeli military? That is
the question that all of us should be asking.
Eight days ago we were reminded again, by events in
Britain, of the closeness of anarchy to all of us. We saw
social media used in a way never seen before, and we
saw a very ugly side of humanity. We did not think it
could happen in Britain. We do not think it could
happen in Australia. We have a boycott in this country,
in this state, that is reminiscent of the darkest and most
dreadful part of the Second World War and the issues
and events that led to that.
Let me remind this chamber that we in Victoria have
been host to the largest number of Holocaust survivors
outside of Israel. We have a very fine tradition of that
here. The survivors chose our state as a haven. They
chose to come here because we were seen to be
understanding, because we would welcome them and
would understand all of these issues.
Many people from all parties are supportive of this
motion, and I have to suggest it is an indictment to
know that other people do not feel this way. That is
why it was of major concern to me to see what was in
the Victorian Trades Hall Council (VTHC) resolution
of 10 September 2010. For the record, the resolution
says:
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Having received reports from the officers, the VTHC
executive council notes with concern and disappointment the
lack of meaningful progress between Israeli and Palestinian
representatives in establishing a lasting peace. It is further
noted that the situation seems to be worsening with
detrimental consequences for working people and their
families.

It goes on — and this is the point that is so concerning:
Further, the VTHC executive council determines that the
VTHC will:
promote this campaign —

which is in fact to endorse the global boycott
divestment and sanctions campaign —
… work with unions and other organisations that
support the campaign to maximise its effectiveness; and
provide reports to executive council at six-monthly
intervals and will include information on the
effectiveness of the campaign …
In addition, the VTHC executive council affirms the
important role that should be played in the peace process by
Israeli and Palestinian unions and pledges whatever support
we can to encourage meaningful dialogue between workers’
organisations.

…
Mr O’Brien told the Australian it was unacceptable to single
out any businesses but that it was especially concerning given
the 20th-century history behind attacks on Jewish businesses.
‘I am concerned that the persons and organisations who
caused these disturbances may have engaged in secondary
boycotts for the purpose of causing substantial loss or damage
to Max Brenner’s business’, he said.

I take on board the passionate contribution by
Mr Pakula. I know he sincerely believes everything he
says. I also acknowledge that Mr Paul Howes, who is
the secretary of the Australian Workers Union, has
taken a strong position in his support of Israel, and I
commend him for doing that. The problem is that there
are unions out there supporting this action, and it is
important that the ALP has a closer look at that.
This is an important debate and dialogue of which the
community needs to be made aware. What we do here
today when we vote on this motion, as I believe we will
probably do, will send a very clear message.
I want to finish by referring to an article by Andrew
Bolt in the Herald Sun of Wednesday, 6 July:

They are having a shot each way.

Here are some things I never thought I’d see in this country I
love.

Having said that, we have just heard from the Greens.
The New South Wales Greens State Delegates Council
adopted a resolution on 8 September 2010, about which
Senator Lee Rhiannon said:

I never thought I’d see people picketing shops because their
owners were Jews.

At the national level the Greens have adopted a boycott on
military trade and links with Israel. One of the pieces of
misinformation was that the New South Wales Greens were
going against the national policy. As a Greens MP I don’t do
that.

Therefore this attempt at amendment by Mr Barber will
be voted against by the Liberal Party. This is no place
for a person or party with the sentiments that I have just
read out. This motion will be actively defended by the
Liberal Party.
In an article in the Australian of 8 August by John
Ferguson, titled ‘ Israeli boycotts — ACCC called in’,
Minister for Consumer Affairs Michael O’Brien was
quoted. The article stated:
Victorian consumer affairs minister Michael O’Brien said the
protesters had deliberately pinpointed businesses with Israeli
ownership and who they believe traded with the Israeli
government.
Mr O’Brien singled out the Maritime Union of Australia,
Geelong Trades Hall Council, the Green Left Weekly
magazine, Australians for Palestine and the Palestine
Solidarity campaign.
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But in Melbourne last Friday, 19 protesters were arrested as
they tried to stop people from shopping at the Max Brenner
chocolate and coffee store in Melbourne’s QV.
In Sydney last month, Leftist and Muslim protesters did the
same to a Max Brenner shop in Sydney, claiming the
Jewish-owned franchise company supported the Israeli Army.
I’ve seen pictures of Jewish shops being attacked before, of
course, but they were in black and white, in another country at
another … time.
But this is Australia. Today.

I have a Max Brenner shop in my electorate. I continue
to support it. I encourage everybody here to continue to
show active support for Mr Brenner and every Jewish
organisation in this state.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to have the opportunity to talk on the
motion before the house, which in spirit and hopefully
with some degree of integrity supports the cause of
peace in Israel and supports the human rights of and
respects the opportunity for all people who live within
Israel and within the region to find a pathway to peace.
That is the spirit in which I make my contribution.
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I respond not only to the original motion but also the
amended motion that appears on the notice paper today.
In its modified form the motion is less provocative than
it once was, thanks to what I had thought and what the
opposition had thought were constructive and
productive conversations between the opposition and
the government in the months since the original motion
was put on the notice paper. Unfortunately, judging
from the spirit of the contributions that have been made,
particularly in the Assembly but replicated in this
chamber today, by government members, it seems that
the intent is to use this device not necessarily in the
name of peace but to provide lectures to parts of the
Labor movement and parts of the green political
spectrum to adopt a high moral position, ostensibly in
the name of peace. But these actions and the way in
which the motion has been expressed unfortunately
replicate again the insidious nature of conflict and
wedge politics that get in the way of peace being found.
That is the tragedy about this motion: the way it has
been treated today — the way it has been argued and
the way it was presented, particularly in the Legislative
Assembly, today. I understand it was introduced in a
way which caused great distress to my colleagues, my
comrades within the Labor Party, because of their
profound understanding of and connection with the
experience of Holocaust victims and the rights and
opportunities that should be afforded to the Jewish
community here in Australia and around the world,
particularly in Israel. The insult by which this was
conveyed in the Legislative Assembly today is very
poor, immature, juvenile political behaviour that will
not add to the cause of peace.
Hopefully we can find within our hearts a way of
stepping over that and conduct ourselves with the
decency with which some members in this debate have
associated themselves. We need to recommit to the
kernel of decency and love in our hearts. I will give
members the benefit of the doubt and ask them to
reconnect with that decency when they deal with these
issues in the future.
I will also say that it is the intention of the opposition to
support this motion today. We are very happy, in the
terms that Mr Pakula has outlined, to take this
opportunity to say that the Labor Party supports the
people of Israel and the people who live within Israel in
achieving peace and stability and the quality of life they
deserve. We are very happy to support that, and we
unequivocally give our support to the motion.
While we support the spirit of Mr Barber’s amendment
to the motion, which he has put on the table today, we
will not be supporting it — but not because we do not
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want to encourage a peaceful resolution and not
because we do not want to find a way through what has
been an impasse that has bedevilled generations of
people who live within Israel as well as the Palestinian
people, who have suffered many tragedies that continue
to this day. It is not because we do not want to find an
international, harmonious way of dealing with this
issue.
The reason we will not support Mr Barber’s
amendment is because we have not embarked upon a
process within our ranks to sign off on this amendment,
and we will not make up our position on the run in
relation to the modification of a motion about which we
thought we had reached a reasonable landing point in
terms of finding something on which the Parliament
could unite. We did not think it was necessary to try to
extend the motion in any direction that would create
conflict or division between us, either as the
government, the opposition or the Greens or within any
part of our constituent units.
The opposition was keen to find a landing point that
would be supported harmoniously, without division.
That was our intent and that continues to be our intent,
and we will continue to defy the intention of anybody
else who has the desire to split us up. This is a juvenile
jurisdiction in terms of dealing with international
diplomacy; it is a juvenile jurisdiction that has behaved
in a juvenile fashion to get us here.
We need to find the decency embedded within this
motion. That is what we will concentrate on, and that is
what we will support. We will not be giving any
encouragement to anybody who wants to divide us and
promote conflict in Victoria about this matter, because
we do not believe in racism. We do not believe in it,
particularly when it is shrouded in political activity that
hides what it is. We are happy to name what it is. In fact
we often name racism when we see it and we will
continue to rail against it. We will support any action
that delivers peace and rights for citizens not only in
Victoria but also around the world. We will not fall for
any device that splits us today in this chamber.
For that reason the opposition will be supporting and
not dividing on this motion. We will not be supporting
Mr Barber’s amendment, even though we understand
he is obliged to support the position that his party has
adopted on this issue at a national level.
But in this jurisdiction, in Victoria, a jurisdiction that is
not responsible for international diplomacy, the
government has by its actions today and the
participation of some of its members today clearly
demonstrated it is not up to international diplomacy.
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We will not be playing games with this motion, but we
will still support it.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise this
afternoon to very strongly support this motion. In doing
so I commend Ms Crozier for having the foresight to
list this motion on the notice paper for discussion in this
house. I have to say that I listened to Mr Pakula’s
contribution with a little bit of amazement. He seemed
to be suggesting the government had ulterior motives,
which I have yet to detect. I read the motion, I reread
the motion, and I read the motion for a third time and I
could not see what he was possibly referring to. Then I
heard Mr Jennings just a few minutes ago making some
rather oblique references to the same sort of thing.
Again, it mystifies me.
This is a very simple motion. It is a motion which
supports the state of Israel and the people of Israel. It
makes it very clear that we as a Parliament will have no
truck with those who would boycott the state of Israel
or, as we have seen in recent weeks in our own city of
Melbourne, involve themselves in violent protest
against Jewish businesses. When I saw the violent
protests against Max Brenner on our television screens
a few weeks ago and in recent months a shiver went
down my spine. As somebody who has taken a very
keen interest in history and international affairs over a
very long period of time — like Andrew Bolt, I have to
say, Mrs Coote — it brought back memories of what I
had seen in those black-and-white clips where
Brownshirts and hoodlums were attacking businesses
purely because those businesses were owned by people
who were Jewish, and here it was happening in
Melbourne in 2011. I would not have thought that
possible. Something that we have not seen since
Germany in the 1930s and 1940s has happened here in
Melbourne within the last few months.
We do not want and certainly do not need that sort of
activity in Australia. We do not want storm-troopers of
the left attacking businesses purely because they are
owned by people who are Jewish. Indeed we do not
want them attacking any businesses for that matter, but
particularly for that reason. It is of deep concern to me,
as I have witnessed it over recent years, that there has
been a revival of anti-Semitism by the loony left in
Australia, and that has come from various places. We
are fortunate that these people can certainly not be
called mainstream, although it has to be said when you
see organisations like the Marrickville Council, a
prominent municipal body in New South Wales and in
Australia, promoting the sort of anti-Semitic activity
that it has been involved in, you have to wonder just
how deeply rooted this feeling is within the left. The
boycott of Israel by the Marrickville Council was just
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an expression of its hatred of the Jewish state. That is
what it was: pure and simple hatred of the Jewish state
by the loony left in that council. As I say, there are
various organisations and people around this country
that over the last couple of years have, unfortunately,
revived this degree of anti-Semitism that is totally
unacceptable.
I have to say there is one person in a Parliament in this
country who probably exemplifies exactly what I am
talking about. If she were not a member of the
Australian Senate, and had I been asked to comment
on her before 1 July, I would refer to her as an extreme
Left nut bag. Of course I cannot do that now, because
Lee Rhiannon is now a senator for New South Wales
and member of the Australian Parliament, so I would
be ruled out of order. My view is, however, that we do
not need people like Lee Rhiannon in Canberra. We do
not need people in the federal Parliament who express
the sorts of extremist loony views that she does. Nor do
we need them here in Melbourne. It is interesting to
note that Bronwyn Halfpenny, the member for
Thomastown in another place, has been appointed by
Trades Hall — —
Mr Elsbury — Sister Halfpenny.
Mr FINN — Sister Halfpenny, indeed. She has been
appointed by Trades Hall to oversee and report back on
the protests against Max Brenner. She is a member of
this Parliament. It is extraordinary that a member of the
Victorian Parliament would involve themselves in this
sort of protest movement to the point where they would
establish official observer status with the Victorian
Trades Hall Council. As I say, it is only a very small
group, but it is one that should concern us all.
In the few remaining minutes I have to make my
contribution to this debate I have to say I have always
been a very strong supporter of Israel. With Mrs Coote
and a number of other members I was fortunate to visit
Israel a little over 18 months ago. Before I went I was
speaking to my good friend and federal colleague
Senator Scott Ryan, a senator for Victoria, who had
been to Israel. He said to me, ‘Mate, you reckon you’re
a supporter of Israel now; wait until you go there and
see the place and come back more convinced than ever
that Israel is worth supporting’.
I do not think he has ever uttered a truer word in his
life. When I got to Israel I was astounded by what I
saw. Here was a country that 70 years ago was sand. By
and large it was sand. The Jewish people had been
given this land in the middle of nowhere, and they had
turned it into a civilisation. They had turned it into a
modern place of industry, of business and of arts and
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culture. Here was a place in the middle of nowhere that
70 years ago, as I said, was a sandy desert. Here was a
place that nobody could criticise, surely, in terms of
what the Jewish people had done on this land. It was
quite an extraordinary performance, particularly given
what they have had to put up with over those years.
They are surrounded by states that wish to destroy
them. Every single one of them wants to destroy the
state of Israel. Every single one of them wants as many
dead Jews as there possibly can be. That is what Israel
is surrounded by.
I well recall on a visit to one small town, the name of
which I forget just at the minute — I am looking at
Mrs Coote, who may prompt me with the name of the
town? Was it Sderot we visited in Israel? This town had
been under rocket attack shortly before we arrived, and
as the bus pulled up in the town we were advised that if
we heard the air raid siren we would have 30 seconds to
get to a bomb shelter. I have to say that focuses the
mind! I spent a good degree of time in that particular
place looking upwards.
Mrs Coote interjected.
Mr FINN — I was just about to get to that,
Mrs Coote. The thing that really hit home with me
came when we visited a children’s playground. We all
know what children’s playgrounds are like. This was a
suburban playground that could have been anywhere in
the world, except that in this children’s playground in
Israel the big, brightly painted cement structures —
they were worms and — —
Mrs Coote — Caterpillars.
Mr FINN — That is right, caterpillars. They were
not just ordinary kids’ playthings, structures kids would
get into, climb on and that sort of thing; they were
bomb shelters. This is something that Israeli children
have grown up with. The threat of death is with them
constantly, to the point where their playgrounds have to
incorporate bomb shelters for the protection. As I said,
Israel is an truly amazing place, one I will never forget
visiting and one I quite look forward to visiting again.
I briefly go to Mr Barber’s amendment. He wishes the
motion to state:
That this house supports the aspirations and rights of each of
the Palestinian and the Israeli peoples to independent states,
living in peace and security.

There is somewhat of a conflict here. There is no doubt
that the Israeli people wish for an independent state and
to live in peace and security, but the aspirations of the
Palestinians are all about the destruction of Israel. I am
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afraid you cannot have both. You either have a free,
independent and safe Israel or you have the aspirations
and rights of Palestinians holding sway. You cannot
have both. This amendment is a nonsense. It makes no
sense, and quite frankly I am disappointed with myself
for having wasted my time reading it.
Israel is a beacon of freedom in the Middle East. As the
only democracy in the region, it is the only country that
respects its own people. It is the only country in the
Middle East that allows its people to have freedom and
live the way we live in Australia. Israel has my
enormous admiration and strong support. I urge
members to endorse this motion and in doing so to
endorse Israel as a vitally important part of the
international community.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I am
more than happy to speak in support of Ms Crozier’s
motion. I thought we lived in a society where no matter
what religion you observe or what ethnicity you are,
you can run a business — you can go about your daily
life and make some coin. Apparently this is not the
case. There are groups who seem to think that some
people, based upon the god they choose to worship or
the place from which their ancestors have come, should
not be allowed to partake in commerce.
The main part of Ms Crozier’s motion I will pick up on
is paragraph 3, which calls on public organisations and
entities to withdraw any support for this boycott that
they may have previously provided. This basically
means that if your organisation has supported this
boycott, you should give it up now. It is a racist and
anti-Semitic boycott for which this society — the
Victorian people — will not stand. We talk about
Victoria’s great multiculturalism all the time. We say,
‘You are welcome to come here, wherever you come
from, no matter what your background is’. It is
unacceptable to support a boycott that is based upon an
ethnic group.
The Victorian government is acting against other
organisations that undertake this sort of conduct. White
supremacists in Geelong have been ranting the absolute
rubbish they go on with. I was pleased to see that this
government is acting against those people because their
views are not the views of other Victorians. Their views
are askew and they are completely out of touch with
what this society is about. It is about the freedom of
people to live their lives as they wish. The targeting of a
religious or ethnic group because of the decisions of a
foreign government is of great concern to me. It is of
concern to me if, because you believe in a certain
religion and support government of a country whose
people are predominantly members of that religion, you
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start getting death threats, your business starts
experiencing boycotts, and people are marching out the
front of your business.
This is being directed against Max Brenner but
something similar would be people wandering up and
down out the front of a Darrell Lea shop and having a
go at the Australian government because of a decision it
had made. It makes no sense. As my colleague
Mrs Coote pointed out, Max Brenner is interested in
chocolate. He does not get involved in politics or the
military. He is a man of peace. If you look at his
website, you can see it is all about chocolate. I can
identify with that; I am quite fond of chocolate — as
members might be able to tell from my stature.
People who might well be interested in chocolate but
who unfortunately do not share my views on people
being able to go about their business are members of
BDS, which stands for boycotts, divestment and
sanctions. I have been trawling through the BDS
movement website and was interested to find a media
release dated yesterday. It says:
Nowhere in the world are BDS activities about targeting
specifically business with Israeli ownership, based on the
nationality of their owner. Businesses and institutions are
rather chosen based on their direct contribution to grave
human rights abuses and international law violations of the
Israeli state and military …

Why are members of that group targeting Max Brenner
here in Melbourne? I do not see the correlation. Max
Brenner’s company makes chocolate, and he is about
giving people a taste sensation and he is about peace.
Why is Max Brenner’s private business, which has
nothing to do with the Israeli government except that it
probably pays taxes — which unfortunately we all have
to deal with, no matter which country we are in —
being targeted in the displays by protesters here in
Melbourne?
I point out also that a nation state has the right to defend
itself, its people and their way of life. As my colleague
Mr Finn has pointed out, Israel’s past is littered with
attempts by its neighbours to wipe that country off the
face of the earth. We are fortunate that over the past
three decades or so there has been greater stability in
the region. If as a nation you lived with the constant
threat of being obliterated by your neighbours, it would
be no wonder if you were a little bit touchy about
people trying to set off bombs in marketplaces, on
buses or in other places. You would want to stop those
things from happening, to protect your people.
I think every decent person in the world wants peace,
but people should not want peace at all costs. If that
were the case, Mongolia would have taken over Europe
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long ago and Germany would have taken over all of
Europe and probably be well through Africa by now.
People cannot just sit back and allow themselves to be
pushed over for the sake of peace. Sometimes peace is
worth fighting for. If people did not choose to fight at
times for what they believe in, there would be no
America, and there would be no Republic of France
either. At times decisions have to be made which
unfortunately mean the peace must be broken for peace
to prevail into the future.
What I am about to say may shock some people in the
chamber, but I agreed with some of what Mr Pakula
was saying about people thinking they have the right to
badger the state of Israel — and they certainly do. Why
is it that people think they can badger Israel? Why is it
that they think they can say whatever they want with
impunity? Basically because it is a democracy.
Democracies allow people to have opinions and to
express themselves as they wish. Therefore, people
look around the world and at a democracy like Israel,
and they can say whatever they want and be as wrong
as they want. That is what democracy is about; people
can be wrong if they think they are right.
Other countries in that region are now allowing people
to say things; they are moving towards democratic
governments. The state of Israel, a democratic nation, is
in the middle of it all. To its south Egypt is working
towards a new democratic government — I genuinely
hope they can get it going. People in Libya are
currently dying while fighting to try to establish a much
more democratic and open society. At the moment utter
butchery is going on in Syria; people who the
government think are wrong are being shot for saying
what they think, for having an opinion that does not
agree with the state they live in, or more to the point
with the groupthink at the top of their particular
political structure which says what you can and cannot
believe. Of course the government there has its own
commercial and financial interests in ensuring the
majority of its people are oppressed.
I will quote a gentleman by the name of Thomas
O’Neill, a former Speaker of the United States House
of Representatives, who said, ‘All politics is local’.
Unfortunately some people choose to say this whenever
they discuss international politics in a different country
or protest against another nation. That is the current
belief of people from BDS and associated
organisations. They are going out there, protesting in
Melbourne because of something being decided in Tel
Aviv or Jerusalem. It makes no sense to me
whatsoever. We are a bit far away in Australia. It is not
as if the Australian government can come out and say
to Israel, ‘Could you stop defending yourself for
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5 minutes and just let the terrorists come over and
completely steamroll you and destroy the democracy
that you have established over the decades?’. As
Mr Finn said, Israel built up a civilisation out of the
sand.
I will conclude my contribution on this motion. I look
forward to joining with my colleagues and those
opposite in voting in favour of this motion. Surely it is
the right thing to do to ask all organisations that have
supported this racist, anti-Semitic boycott to withdraw
any support they may have previously provided. We in
this Parliament should reject any action that goes
against people because of the way they choose to
worship or the race to which they belong.
Mr Leane — On a point of order, Acting President,
due to the unique nature of this motion today — it is
definitely unique in my experience over the time I have
been a member of Parliament — I did not raise this
point of order during the contribution by Mr Finn, but
the member was honest enough, when I asked him, to
confirm his statement. During his contribution Mr Finn
made a statement to the effect that the member for
Thomastown in the Assembly is currently involved in
organising certain protests through an outside
organisation or at least at that institution. That is
unsubstantiated, and I think the member should move it
as a substantive motion if he believes it to be true. If he
has no solid basis for it, he should withdraw that
statement.
Mr Finn — On the point of order, Acting President,
I have here a document from the Victorian Trades Hall
Council regarding the protests we have seen in recent
years. This document is dated 10 September 2010, less
than a year ago. It refers to ‘Sister Halfpenny’ being
one of the responsible officers for the observation of the
protests. It says that she will:
… provide reports to executive council at six-monthly
intervals and will include information on the effectiveness of
the campaign …

I would have thought that given that it was less than
12 months ago, if she is reporting at six-monthly
intervals, her second report is probably due very soon.
This is the document I have from the Victorian Trades
Hall Council. I am happy to table it.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! The document cannot be tabled here. On the
point of order, I am happy to rule that with respect to
the fact that Mr Finn is quoting from a document there
is no point of order in that he has quoted from a
document. If there are imputations or allegations which
are suggested to be unparliamentary in the implications
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that were in Mr Finn’s contribution or at large or as part
of this point of order, then I request that they be raised
as part of a substantive motion or referred to the
President or that some other method is used for them to
be dealt with. I am not sure if Mr Leane is prepared to
take that option.
Having said that, if Mr Finn is of the view that he
wishes to withdraw, I will give him that option. I am
not calling on him to withdraw, because I understand
that he was quoting from a document, but if the
implications that are inherent in the point of order are
something that he feels could cause offence, I give him
that opportunity.
Mr Finn — Acting President, I do not see that there
was any imputation. I was merely stating a fact, as
recorded in this document. There was no imputation
involved; this is a fact, as recorded in this document
from the Victorian Trades Hall Council.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! I ask Mr Tee if he is raising a new point of
order, as I have ruled on the point of order. I did ask for
any other speakers on the point of order. The President
is available, and if there is anything further on the
imputation allegation, it would be appropriate for the
President to make any further comments.
Mr Tee — On a point of order, President, Mr Finn
has made an imputation in relation to the member for
Thomastown in the Assembly, and he relies upon a
document which refers to work that Ms Halfpenny was
doing prior to her entering Parliament. There is no basis
today, now that she has moved on from her previous
position, to suggest that she has the same role that she
had in her previous existence. There is no basis for
Mr Finn to make any allegation which might impugn
her reputation. If he wishes to do so, he ought to do so
by substantive motion.
Hon. D. M. Davis — Further on the point of order,
President, what Mr Finn did in this debate was refer to a
document. The document is about activities in the
Victorian community. It is not just about international
matters; it is about actual activities here in Victoria.
Mr Finn referred directly to a document from the
Victorian Trades Hall Council, and he dated that
document. It is a resolution that was passed on
10 September, and the name at the bottom of the
document is Brian Boyd of the Victorian Trades Hall
Council. Let me be quite clear about what has been
done here. The resolutions says:
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Further, the VTHC executive council determines that the
VTHC will:
promote this campaign —

that is, the BDS (boycott divestment and sanctions)
campaign —
… work with unions and other organisations that
support the campaign to maximise its effectiveness; and
provide reports to the executive council at six-monthly
intervals and will include information on the
effectiveness of the campaign (Sis Halfpenny and
Bro Cragg will be the responsible officers).
In addition, the VTHC executive council affirms the
important role that should be played in the peace process …

It then goes on to talk about other matters. The point
Mr Finn is making is that a range of issues have
occurred in our community, and he is pointing to the
behaviour of a current member of the Victorian
Parliament while she was involved with the Trades Hall
Council. This document is less than a year old, and it
points to many of the issues and the BDS activities that
have become of great significance and prominence. It
relates directly to the antidemocratic boycotts that have
been put in place by Marrickville Council and other
groups in Victoria. Mr Finn is entirely in order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Members would be
aware that I entered the chamber subsequent to
Mr Leane’s raising the initial point of order. Members
may be satisfied that I was listening to this debate in my
office, so I am aware of the matters upon which I am
going to make some comments.
I heard what Mr Davis said, and I also heard Mr Finn’s
explanation and reference to the dates and so forth in
the document. My concern is consistent with
Mr Leane’s in that the way in which Mr Finn’s remarks
were made in the course of the debate suggested that
this is a current position of the member. I understand
that, in a general time frame, last year is not so long
ago. However, I take two views. The first is that the
member who has been referred to in Mr Finn’s speech
was at that time effectively in the employ of a very
different organisation to the Parliament. As an
employee or representative of that organisation, that
person was required to undertake certain duties, in the
same way that other people might belong to the
Victorian Farmers Federation and be required to
undertake a particular campaign which is not
necessarily of their making or one they support but is a
campaign run by an organisation to which they belong,
are a member, employee or representative of and they
are required, if you like, to achieve the mission of that
organisation.
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In that sense I do not believe it is appropriate for the
current member, who was elected only at the last
election, to be referred to in a manner that is emphatic
that she continues to hold a position that she may or
may not have held when she was working for another
organisation on a campaign that it ran.
I am also particularly concerned about the reference to
‘sis’ or ‘bro’ as the descriptor used for those members,
because of the place and the context in which this
debate is being held. This is an important and sensitive
debate.
Members have made their contributions to this debate
with a great deal of sensitivity, but in this instance the
implication that the member concerned continues to
hold that view cannot be substantiated at this point in
the context of this debate, notwithstanding what might
have happened last year when that member was in a
very different position. Again, I am not in a position to
judge whether those were the personal views of the
member or not. They may have been, but it was at a
different point in time as far as this Parliament is
concerned. On that basis I would ask Mr Finn to
withdraw those remarks.
Mr Finn — Would it be appropriate for me to
withdraw my remarks on the condition that
Ms Halfpenny no longer holds that position?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not do deals on
withdrawals, but nonetheless I think that what Mr Finn
is saying is consistent with what I have actually said —
that is, there is no reason for this house to be informed
that Ms Halfpenny continues to hold that position or in
fact that that was ever her position. It may have been or
it may not have been, but in the circumstances it is
appropriate, particularly given the sensitivity of this
debate, for Mr Finn to withdraw those remarks, and that
is the context of the remarks that I have made, which I
think Mr Finn has acknowledged.
Mr Finn — I withdraw my comments about the
co-chair of the Parliamentary Friends of Palestine.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you, Mr Finn.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
support the motion, but as a longstanding friend of
Israel, as someone who has been to Israel, whose father
was in the Dutch underground smuggling Jews out of
Europe, who worked on the staff of the great Clyde
Holding and who has the lion’s share of Victoria’s
Jewish population in their electorate, I cannot believe
that I am saying that I am unhappy to be participating in
this debate. That is not because of the motion, which I
completely endorse. I am disappointed to be
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participating in this debate because of where it has gone
and because of its implications.
I would like to think of the Premier, Ted Baillieu, at
Israel’s independence day celebrations where he got up
and said, ‘We have strong bipartisanship in the support
of Israel in Victoria’. I would like to think of Daniel
Andrews, the Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly, getting up and saying essentially the same
thing. In effect he said that you cannot put a knife
between the parties and that the bipartisanship is solid.
That is what I would like to think about, the bipartisan
support of Israel.
What has disappointed me about what has happened
here today has been the innuendo and the campaigning
around the issue. I find it interesting that we are talking
about this now rather than talking about tow trucks,
which we were talking about just a little while ago. This
motion was not read in the chamber. It was in the
Australian newspaper when the Minister for Health
said, ‘I am doing this for a bit of wedge politics’. It
came into the chamber, which he has moved around,
and as Mr Pakula so eloquently said, ‘We thought there
was bipartisanship in this space’. What disappoints me
here is that some are trying to needle in order to find
reasons to show that there is not solid Labor support for
Israel.
I could equally talk about the bona fides of various
former or current members of the coalition. I could talk
about whether Tim Fischer or Ken Aldred were ardent
supporters of Israel, but what would that achieve other
than making members of the Liberal Party and The
Nationals get defensive and ask, ‘Why is he questioning
any of these people?’ and moving away from the topics
of Israel, Israel’s right to exist and this ridiculous and
unfair boycott?
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yet I would have thought that people would show
solidarity by being in the community and being
supportive at critical events — being at the Max
Brenner shop drinking chocolate, doing those sorts of
things. That is how you show solidarity. You do not go
into the chamber of the Legislative Council and start
talking about how the other side is perhaps not as solid
as you are.
I am very cynical that this suddenly came up this
afternoon. The member for Caulfield in the Assembly
today asked a Dorothy Dix question of the Minister for
Consumer Affairs that invited him to be partisan. What
he said was fine, but the question invited him to be
partisan. Anyone who knows the Parliament knows
Dorothy Dixers are not designed to bring harmony,
unity or shared purpose. How this debate has gone has
been with little nuances, little innuendoes or blatant
innuendoes. It is so different from what I saw Ted
Baillieu, the Premier, saying on Israeli Independence
Day.
I have been to Israeli Independence Day functions since
my late teens. I have probably missed three or four of
them in that time. It is one of the things that makes me
proud as a Victorian and particularly proud as the son
of a man in the Dutch underground who risked his life
during the Second World War. That is nowhere near as
dramatic as it was for people whose lives were under
threat, but I have followed this all my life and have a
passion for this.

This debate does not improve anybody’s bona fides in
the Jewish community. The Jewish community can
sniff this out better than anybody else. Its members can
sniff out anybody trying to get mileage out of anybody
else being anti-Semitic. They can sniff it out from
100 miles away. Let us not for one nanosecond think
that people beating their chests and claiming their bona
fides on being pro-Israel is going to be seen for
anything other than what it is.

I find it disappointing that rather than finding
something that unites us in multiculturalism, that tries
to educate and that tries to bring people over the line to
remind them of the horrors of the Holocaust, of how we
can move on and of those vital things about the state of
Israel which we need to support — everything in the
motion — we have come to this, which stuns me.
Where we have come to is not the Premier with Daniel
Andrews beside him talking at Israeli Independence
Day about what unites us — what unites Victoria,
Australia and Israel — and what we can do together;
there is a fraying of the fabric coming through. As
Mr Pakula said, there is needling — an invitation to
have a fight about who is more pro-Israel than someone
else. Frankly, that does not help anyone. We as a
Parliament and a community are better than that.

What I find extremely disappointing about this is that
the Jewish community is being used as a political
football. Why late in the day at the end of a
parliamentary week are we debating this? The
Victorian Parliament does not have any foreign affairs
powers, yet we are debating this. Every member of the
Legislative Council is being asked to show solidarity,

To go back to multiculturalism, Malcolm Fraser, Dick
Hamer and Jeff Kennett are people who fought for
multiculturalism. Malcolm Fraser went out there and
took on every redneck xenophobe in the country to
defend the right of Vietnamese refugees to come to
Australia. Dick Hamer brought in the Equal
Opportunity Act 1977. Jeff Kennett was the first
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conservative leader in the country, and one of the first
leaders in the country, to stand up to Pauline Hanson.
The Liberal Party is better than this.
My disappointment about what is happening here is that
these little bits of fraying — trying to say someone is
more pro-Israel than someone else — is a danger to
multiculturalism. It means that Jewish businesses and
the Jewish community become a political football. I
urge everyone to take a deep breath, forget about the
advantage and see what is being endangered by going
into this space. Critics can say, ‘You’re not defending
Israel!’. I will defend Israel as I have all my life in my
own way. I do not welcome motions coming into the
Parliament designed to divide — and I say ‘designed to
divide’ deliberately — and I do not welcome motions
coming into the Victorian Parliament on foreign affairs
which are unhelpful. With great disappointment, being
a passionate supporter of the state of Israel all my life, I
am supporting a pro-Israel motion because of the
motion but not because of how it got here, why it is
here and what it portends for the future.
I invite further speakers to pay heed to what Premier
Baillieu said at Israeli Independence Day, what Premier
Kennett said when Hansonism was on the rise, what
Premier Hamer said and particularly what Prime
Minister Fraser said when the first Vietnamese boat
people came here. Multiculturalism needs to be
cherished and, whatever our motives, none of us can
risk fraying that because it is too precious and too
Australian.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — I wish to speak
briefly in support of the motion. I rise in my personal
capacity and on behalf of The Nationals to support the
motion.
I was at the function for Israeli Independence Day and
heard a speech by the president of the Zionist Council
of Victoria, Sam Tatarka. Sam is a man whom I shared
chambers with for six years, and we share a strong
bond. I congratulate him on his role as president of that
association. I endorse the words he said at that
particular important celebration.
My own family has enjoyed many Passover
celebrations. That was the nature of my parents’ strong
Catholicism, and I have since had many Jewish friends.
I am a supporter of the state of Israel and support the
bipartisan spirit of the contributions to the motion
today.
Mr Tatarka said in his speech:
During its long history, Jerusalem has been destroyed twice,
besieged 23 times, attacked on 52 occasions, captured and
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recaptured 44 times. For centuries the city has been a
battleground for a passing parade of nations. Yet it has always
been at the centre of our thoughts and the focus of our
prayers. Since that day 43 years ago, Jerusalem has once
again been a city for all faiths and all creeds with access to the
holy sites. She is a thriving hub of history, art and culture for
all.
The people of Israel seek peace and pursue peace. We pray
for peace three times a day every day of the year and we have
shown a willingness to make significant and painful territorial
concessions in order to achieve peace.
History has taught that appeasement is not the way to achieve
peace and peace will not come simply by making concession
after concession to demands that are seemingly without end.
Israel’s Prime Minister has accepted the establishment of a
viable Palestinian state. We have yet to hear anyone on the
other side accept without qualification a Jewish state in Israel.
May that day indeed come soon.

I believe that sums up the sentiment of the motion, and
certainly my sentiments, and I commend the motion to
house.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I rise
to briefly contribute to this motion. It is an important
motion, and I compliment Ms Crozier on bringing it to
the chamber.
I too strongly support a bipartisan position on support
for Israel. I strongly support our multicultural society. I
strongly support a society that is free, a society where
people can undertake their family life, their business,
their community life without fear, without economic
boycotts, without attacks, and frankly this motion deals
with not just the international situation, but it deals with
Victoria.
To be honest, Mr Barber made the comment that this
was about international events, as did Mr Lenders. Let
me be quite clear here. This is about an international
situation, yes, but it is about what is occurring in
Victoria, and occurring in Victoria now.
Mr Barber interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — And indeed in New South
Wales. It has occurred in a number of places across the
country, and there has been support from significant
public organisations that ought not support those sorts
of activities.
I welcome the decision of my colleague the Minister for
Gaming, Mr O’Brien, to write to the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission to ensure that
our competitive laws are enforced and that laws that see
people undertake unlawful boycotts are closely
followed.
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It is important to understand what is going on in our
state and what is going on in our country. A municipal
council in Marrickville, New South Wales, is behaving
undemocratically in a way that is designed to target and
treat an important group in our community unfairly, and
to send a very unhelpful message. Equally, when we
discover that the Victorian Trades Hall Council is
behaving in this way I think it is a concern.
Ms Crozier’s motion says in part that this house:
(2) notes the public backlash against the decision by
Marrickville Council to boycott Israel —

I think that is a very unhelpful message —
(3) calls on all public organisations and entities to withdraw
any support for this boycott that they may have
previously provided …

I think we need those clear statements from people, and
there is no question that the labour movement is
intimately connected with the Trades Hall Council.
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — There is no question of that.
There needs to be some reasonable clarity about the
position of people on the Labor side. I know that the
Leader of the Opposition in the Assembly has a strong
view on this. I know that the Leader of the Opposition
in this chamber and Mr Pakula and others in this
chamber have views that are just as strong as mine, but
equally there are people who do not share those views.
Mr Lenders — It is in your party as well.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am very happy to make my
views about those people known too, Mr Lenders, and
very happy to make those points. It is of concern — and
I quoted in the point of order earlier the relevant motion
that had been passed by the Victorian Trades Hall
Council executive council and the call to provide
reports on the implementation, as it were, of the BDS
(boycott, divestment and sanctions campaign) activities;
reporting on the campaign within the community; and
working with unions and other organisations to support
the campaign to maximise its effectiveness.
It is very clear that this is not a casual thing that is
happening, this is not an occasional thing that is
happening, this is not an isolated thing that is
happening. This is a coordinated thing targeting one
community group, and that is simply unacceptable. It is
unacceptable in our community to have a major
organisation running a targeted, coordinated campaign
attacking one community group. We have seen
demonstrations and we have seen economic boycotts,
and we need to stand up and be very clear.
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I welcome the bipartisan position of Premier Baillieu,
who has shown great leadership on this issue, and
Daniel Andrews, the Leader of the Opposition in the
other place. I welcome their strong position in a
bipartisan way, and I think we need to keep that very
clear in our minds. But we also need to be prepared to
call a spade a spade where you have a major
community organisation running a coordinated and
targeted campaign against one group in the community.
Let us call it for what it is. I think it is unacceptable in
the imagination of anyone who has a reasonable view
of how our community life should work.
Let us be very clear that this motion is not simply about
an abstract thing that is occurring overseas in Israel or
elsewhere in the Middle East. It is in part about that but
it is also in part about what is happening in our
community this week, what is happening in our
community today — that is, an undermining of some of
our democratic and multicultural values. We need to
stand up against that, and that is why this motion is the
business of the Victorian Parliament today. It is not a
coincidence; the motion has been on the notice paper
for some time. Ms Crozier was very prepared to amend
the motion in discussion with the Labor Party in that
spirit of bipartisanship. She made those changes, and I
welcome those changes.
The government advised the opposition at 9.05 this
morning that it would seek to debate this motion today.
Nobody can complain that there was anything other
than fair notice. It is an important, democratic — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — How dare you talk about
bipartisanship after — —
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am talking about
bipartisanship, Mr Pakula, and I want to be quite clear
about that. I want to be quite clear that this is not a
motion about the international situation alone; it is
about the impact in Victoria today, this week, now. It is
very important that we stand very clearly and very
strongly on these matters.
There was a point of order earlier, and I think the
President ruled that there needed to be a withdrawal of
an imputation that something had been done by
somebody who is a member of the other place at this
time.
I am making the point that I do not know that particular
member’s current view. I am being very clear; I do not
know. I cannot read people’s minds. What I can say is
that that person, who was a member of or involved with
the Victorian Trades Hall Council in September 2010,
less than one year ago, is now a member of the
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Victorian Parliament. We know that that person — and
I note that nobody from the Labor Party has refuted this
point — was involved with a campaign at the Trades
Hall Council to attend the BDS conference and to work
with unions and other organisations in campaigning.
Let us be quite clear about what we are talking about.
It may be, as the President has correctly pointed out,
that that person was simply acting as an employee and
just following orders, but I do not and cannot know. I
do know that that person could make the point that they
were not supportive of what the Trades Hall Council
executive had decided. It is also quite significant that it
is not clear why the Victorian Trades Hall Council
executive would have made those decisions. That is a
concern in itself. We have potential boycotts going
on — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Pakula! The
minister to continue, without assistance.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — There have been impacts on
our community, and today’s motion is an important
opportunity for all of us to make the point that we want
to see a society in which our democracy is strong and
people are able to speak. However, people should not
be running boycotts, attacking businesses in that way or
acting in ways that put people at economic or social
risk. All of those things are wrong, and I think the
reasonable people in this chamber believe they are
wrong.
I am very happy to support Ms Crozier’s motion in a
way that highlights the bipartisan nature of what has
been long-term support and consensus in Victorian
politics and, I believe, at a national level. Mr Lenders
referred to Jeffrey Kennett’s period as Premier.
Mr Kennett was very prepared to stand up against
Pauline Hanson and her statements, and so was I, like
many others in this chamber. It is a matter of pride that
this Parliament was prepared to stand up so strongly. I
make the point now that councils have taken positions
and Trades Hall has taken a position, as have councils
in New South Wales. It is a very important motion. I
welcome Ms Crozier bringing it forward, and I will
support it strongly.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I will be
very brief in my summing-up of the debate in relation
to this motion. I have listened to many members, and I
thank them for their contributions this afternoon. They
were very passionate, and we heard from all sides in the
debate on this motion. As a number of members have

2595

said, those opposite have been very forthright in
supporting this motion on the grounds that I spoke of.
Mr Barber made a number of comments that brought to
the fore the fact that this is about a council in New
South Wales and foreign affairs. I remind Mr Barber
that that is where what is happening on our streets in
Melbourne started. Marrickville Council took a stance,
and that is what we have seen with the spread of what
the council was trying to do by boycotting — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Ms CROZIER — I am just as passionate about this
as anybody else in this chamber. I have friends who
have spoken forthrightly about this, and I stand by what
I have said in relation to how this came about. It is not
my position to be boycotting legitimate businesses,
causing unnecessary protest on the streets and
disruption, and causing law and order havoc. We have
seen that.
I am very briefly summing up. I thank those members
opposite for supporting the motion and for speaking on
it in the way they have. I am looking forward to the
support of the entire house for this motion.
Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Hendra virus: government action
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise on the adjournment tonight is for the
attention of the Premier. It regards the hendra virus,
which is an emerging problem in agriculture in this
state. I could go through for the house the horrors of the
hendra virus, including how it is spreading by jumping
from species to species and from state to state. There is
a series of equine deaths happening at the moment. This
emerging problem poses a risk.
The reason I raise this issue for the Premier tonight is
that I believe it is too important to be left with
individual ministers. I do not say that lightly. This
house recently dealt with the issue of a mouse plague,
which I have raised with the Minister for Agriculture
and Food Security. While he did not think it was that
big an issue at first, the minister has tried to deal with it.
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Mr Drum — I beg your pardon!
Mr LENDERS — I remind Mr Drum that this is a
serious issue. What we had with the
whole-of-government approach to the mouse plague,
and why I raise this issue with the Premier, was the
Minister for Health and his department sitting on their
hands for three weeks while the Victorian Farmers
Federation tried to get an official from the Department
of Health to drive to the Mallee. You could not inspire
enough urgency in government to get someone to
actually get in a car, go out to the Mallee and look at
the VFF site.
The reason I raise the issue of the hendra virus with the
Premier tonight is that it is urgent and needs to be
addressed. There is a Department of Primary Industries
website and there is a minister who is working on it, but
I think this minister needs to be assisted. The coalition’s
minister needs to be assisted by the Premier to get the
whole of the government treating this seriously. We had
a locust plague in this state last year and a
whole-of-government approach dealt with it.
Mr Drum — How did you act about that?
Mr LENDERS — We dealt with it.
Mr Drum — What a joke!
Mr LENDERS — Mr Drum may think
whole-of-government approach to a locust plague was a
joke. He may think 70 billion locust eggs below the
ground in the Grampians was a joke. He may think the
climatic conditions that meant it was less of an issue
were fortuitous rather than planned. We have had a
mouse plague. There have been dead mice on the street
outside Ms Lovell’s electorate office, and now we have
the hendra virus coming out. From my perspective it is
not unreasonable to ask the Premier to take charge and
bring his individual ministers together to deal with the
crisis so that they do not dither. I think the Victorian
community would hope that their representatives are
actually acting on their behalf.
The action I seek from the Premier is that he take
charge of the response to the hendra virus, that he bring
together all his ministers so that we do not have the
dithering we had from the Minister for Health, that he
give full support to the Minister for Agriculture and
Food Security in this important area and that we deal
with this emerging issue now and do not dither.
Important work has to be done. Important work is being
done, but it needs a whole-of-government, coordinated
approach.
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Stawell RSL: ministerial visit
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Veterans’
Affairs, Hugh Delahunty. As the minister and members
will be aware, today marks 45 years since the Battle of
Long Tan took place on 18 August 1966, during the
Vietnam conflict. During this battle Australian forces
from Delta Company 6RAR repelled an enemy attack
from forces considerably larger than their own. Today
we recognise the sacrifice of those Australians who
were killed or wounded during that engagement, as
well as during the Vietnam conflict. In fact today is
commemorated nationally as Vietnam Veterans Day.
I would like to applaud the efforts of the Stawell RSL
sub-branch in my electorate and invite the minister to
visit when he is able to. On Anzac Day this year the
Stawell RSL club broke its fundraising record by
directly raising $6355 in the two weeks leading up to
the day. As the minister is most likely to be aware, the
Stawell RSL club has occupied its current building,
called Oban, since 1948. It is a heritage-listed building
that was built in 1898 and has a large and local
significance for the town of Stawell. However, the
upkeep of this heritage-listed building has become a
continuous funding issue for the club.
I would like to congratulate the president of the club,
Geoff Reading, and his committee for their fantastic
effort in raising the funds. I call on the minister to visit
in the near future to discuss the particular concerns of
the club. Unfortunately Geoff underwent hip
replacement surgery today and was not able to go to the
veterans day commemoration in Ararat. We send our
best wishes to him. He informs me that the Stawell
RSL club members would appreciate some time with
the minister so that they can discuss some options for
continuing the maintenance and upkeep of their current
facilities.

Minister for Sport and Recreation: media
release
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is directed to the
Minister for Sport and Recreation and relates to a chain
of events leading up to 21 July when the minister made
two funding announcements in Geelong, including
funding for the Grovedale sports club redevelopment
project and funding for Barwon Rowing Club. As is the
case with many sport and recreation projects, these
projects also received funding from local government,
in this case the City of Greater Geelong.
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It has been the protocol for many years with these types
of projects that when there are both state and local
government funding contributions, media releases
issued on the day of the funding announcements are
shared between the state government and the local
council. This was the case leading up to 21 July. The
minister’s office wrote the first half of the media release
and then sent it to the City of Greater Geelong for the
inclusion of quotes from local councillors linked to the
particular projects. What happened in this case was that
the Grovedale sports club redevelopment project media
release was completed by the City of Greater Geelong
with quotes from Buckley ward’s Cr Andy Richards,
and the Barwon Rowing Club media release was
completed by the council with quotes from Brownbill
ward’s Cr Barb Abley.
Both media releases were approved by the council and
sent back to the minister’s office to be issued on the day
of the funding announcement. However, on the day of
the announcement the government issued a media
release which was consistent with what was agreed
upon by the City of Greater Geelong but with one
difference. The minister’s office attributed the quotes
provided to the member for South Barwon in the
Assembly, Andrew Katos, and a member for Western
Victoria Region, David Koch, instead of their rightful
authors, Cr Abley and Cr Richards.
The City of Greater Geelong provided significant
funding for these projects. The council provided
$670 000 to the Grovedale project, compared with the
state’s contribution of $200 000. However, the
government’s changed media release gives the local
council and its ratepayers absolutely no credit for a
project for which they provided over 75 per cent of the
funding. On one level you could have a real giggle
about this situation, but it sends a message about the
new benchmarks that this government has set for
over-the-top, blatant political opportunism, not to
mention gross plagiarism. It also tells a story of a
government that disregards the funding facts and the
sheer hard work that the people of Geelong have put
into these projects.

Dulhunty Poles: ministerial visit
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Energy and Resources about the use
of fire-resistant electricity poles throughout Victoria,
particularly in high fire risk areas of the state. Recently
the Premier was in Geelong to open Dulhunty Poles, a
new manufacturing plant that constructs and supplies
high fire-resistant products to the electricity
transmission and distribution sector. The fire recovery
unit newsroom of Regional Development Victoria
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reported what the Premier said at the opening. The
report states:
Speaking at the opening, Mr Baillieu said a critical part of
addressing recommendation 27 of the Victorian bushfires
royal commission was to explore the creation and
implementation of technologies that greatly reduce bushfire
risk.
Following the devastation of Black Saturday, the Victorian
bushfires royal commission made 67 recommendations,
focused on protecting human life …

I congratulate the Premier on his leadership in
committing the coalition government to implementing
all of these recommendations.
The fire unit also reported the Premier as saying at the
opening:
Victoria’s ageing electricity assets, coupled with the size of
the electricity distribution network, present a challenge to our
state to replace ageing electricity infrastructure and to make
changes to the network’s operation and management.
Opportunities to make power distribution safer can be
achieved through the use of innovative electricity equipment
such as Dulhunty’s Titan distribution pole …
The Victorian government has committed $50 million in
funding to commence the process of upgrading electricity
distribution assets in the areas of highest bushfire risk. The
state’s Bushfire Powerline Safety Taskforce is also expected
to report options to replace electricity distribution
infrastructure to the Victorian government later this year.
The Premier was joined by Geelong mayor John Mitchell and
director of Dulhunty Poles Pty Ltd Tony Wingrove at the new
Moolap plant …

The plant will employ 29 staff when it reaches full
production and will manufacture engineered cement
poles that are lightweight, have very high fire resistance
and a low carbon footprint, and are non-conductive.
Compared with traditional steel-reinforced wooden
power poles, these new power poles will reduce the risk
to power supplies in the event of bushfires. Extensive
testing of the poles, fittings and infrastructure has
determined their fire resistance. The results show
substantial strength retained after fire test exposure with
no hazardous decomposition and very low heat
transmission due to the non-conductive nature of the
material used in the components. The components
made by Dulhunty include distribution poles, substation
fittings and fault indicators. Most of all the materials
came from the Geelong manufacturing area.
My request for the minister is to take the opportunity of
inspecting the Dulhunty Poles plant at Moolap when he
is next in Geelong.
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Mental health: federal funding
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Premier.
Tomorrow the Council of Australian Governments will
meet in Canberra. Premier Baillieu will be there
representing, of course, the people of Victoria. The first
agenda item for this meeting will be mental health. The
Premier’s action at this meeting will determine whether
Victoria progresses with mental health reform, whether
it gains access to federal funding and whether it will
benefit from the initiatives available through partnering
with the federal government. If we have a look at the
facts, we see that half of the population experiences
mental ill health during their lives, and young people
bear the most severe burden. One in four young people
will experience a mental health issue at any time within
the next 12 months. In light of these facts I encourage
the Premier to make the right choice on behalf of
Victorians in Canberra tomorrow.
The federal government has put $1.5 billion in new
money on the table for mental health. Some
$442 million is directly up for grabs for the states and
territories — $201 million for improving housing and
emergency department practice and $241 million for
early psychosis prevention and other early intervention
services.
State and territory governments are currently
responsible for acute and community mental health
services. The governance of Victoria’s mental health
systems currently sits within the financially stressed
and competitive hospital system. As a result community
mental health services face funding pressures and
potential cuts. For example, Professor Patrick
McGorry’s Orygen Youth Health service is potentially
facing budget cuts that will mean cuts to its youth
mental health services, and if anybody knows of these
services, they will know that they do an amazing job.
I urge the Premier to make the right choice in Canberra
tomorrow on behalf of Victorians, to embrace this
opportunity and to make sure that he gets as much
funding as possible for mental health reform.

Carbon tax: health sector
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Health, who is also the Minister for Ageing. It
concerns the impact of the proposed commonwealth
carbon tax on state public hospitals within my
electorate of Western Victoria Region, in particular the
Ballarat hospital which is part of Ballarat Health
Services. My information suggests that direct energy
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cost increases for gas and electricity will be
substantial — at least $502 765 annually. These are just
the direct costs. There will be additional costs through
increases in costs of goods and services supplied to the
Ballarat hospital. This will likely increase pressure on
the Ballarat hospital, result in less services being
delivered and impact directly on waiting times and
waiting lists, clearly disadvantaging my constituents.
It saddens me that the member for Ballarat West in the
Assembly, Sharon Knight, would use the air ambulance
service in Ballarat and the proposed helipad as a
political football and for cheap political point-scoring
yet has been silent on what a carbon tax will do to
Ballarat Health Services. The Baillieu government is
committed to the air ambulance service and the
proposed helipad and, through a working group chaired
very capably by my colleague Mr David Koch, is doing
its due diligence to find the most appropriate site for
safe air conveyance.

Child care: indemnity insurance
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
matter is for the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development. The Watsonia Occasional
Child Care Centre in my electorate was advised by the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority (VMIA) on
21 July 2011 that it had lost its indemnity insurance as
of 30 June. It was subsequently given verbal advice that
this cover was going to be extended until the end of
September and then until the end of the year. Despite
requesting that this verbal advice be given to it in
writing, the centre is still waiting on a certificate of
currency today. Without this certificate the centre is not
able to hold its planned fundraising barbecue.
VMIA indemnity insurance is only offered to centres
that receive some type of government funding. I
understand that as many as 89 centres across Victoria
have Take a Break funding as their only source of
government funding, so this means that as many as
89 centres will be without indemnity insurance as of the
end of this year. I am concerned that the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development appears
not to have advised any of these centres that they have
to organise their own indemnity insurance. The whole
issue of Take a Break occasional child care has been a
shambles from start to finish. To have centres advised,
as the Watsonia centre was, that they had lost their
insurance at the end of June would have caused
volunteer-based organisations huge amounts of
unnecessary anxiety.
This issue of insurance is a serious matter as it exposes
many volunteers on committees of management around
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the state to potential legal liability. All Take a Break
providers need to be advised urgently what the status of
their insurance is, and this advice needs to be given in
writing. Even if the centres were covered until the end
of the year, they would be forced to pay upwards of
$2600 for insurance cover from January next year — a
cost that frankly many centres cannot afford as they are
already struggling as a result of the funding cuts to the
Take a Break program.
I respectfully say that the handling of this issue by the
Baillieu government has been atrocious so far. I cannot
believe that we are still talking about this issue this
week and that the government has not had the courage
to come out and admit its mistake in the same way that
it did in relation to public library funding. The parents
sitting in the Assembly gallery during question time
today could not believe the dismissive way in which
Premier Baillieu chose to ignore a question from the
Leader of the Opposition regarding this indemnity
insurance issue. The Premier could have said he would
look into it further. I call on Minister Lovell to give all
220 Take a Break providers across Victoria written
assurances that they currently retain insurance with the
VMIA and that they will remain insured with the
VMIA for indemnity insurance beyond 31 December.

Victoria University: Sunbury campus
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Honourable Peter Hall, Minister for Higher Education
and Skills. It has concerned me for many years,
particularly during the term of the former Labor
government, that we did nothing with a prime resource
in Sunbury, an area which is represented by
Ms Duncan, the current member for Macedon in the
Assembly — that is, a former university site. It was the
site of the former Sunbury asylum from 1879 to 1962
which was proclaimed as a mental hospital.
The Macedon Ranges community was ecstatic to
welcome Victoria University to Sunbury in 1995 and
was heartbroken to cease enrolments from 2009.
During 2010 the VU campus was partially occupied by
an independent school based in Craigieburn. It is now
empty. Before it closed many in our community
lobbied the former Labor government to stop its
closure. Former Labor governments stood by and did
nothing.
Many people in the Sunbury and Macedon
communities were opposed to the closure of the
Sunbury university. A VU spokesperson said at the
time that the enrolment of new students at the Sunbury
and Melton campuses would stop and that the Ballarat
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campus would pick up the Melton enrolments. Those at
VU stated that the Footscray, St Albans, Sunshine and
Werribee campuses would be kept viable and vibrant
and would service the needs of Sunbury. Since its
closure many have lobbied to reopen the Sunbury
campus as a university or at least convert it to another
type of tertiary facility.
The vice-chancellor of Victoria University, Professor
Elizabeth Harman, was reported to have said at the
time:
While the university has been consistently returning a surplus
each year, we need to rebalance our budget … if we are going
to have the means to invest in new facilities … and services to
meet the growing demands of the western region of
Melbourne.

In other words, Macedon did not really matter. I
understand various uses of the Sunbury campus were
proposed to the former Labor government and planned
by community groups, but all to no avail. In April 2009
Ms Duncan said:
Sunbury VU is a critical educational resource for Sunbury
and our region and it is vital that this facility be retained …
It is important that VU explore all options for
post-compulsory education that might be available for the
Sunbury campus …

She said she wrote to VU to urge the university to
reconsider its decision. Unfortunately nothing
happened.
On 21 September 2009 Ms Allan, the former Minister
for Skills and Workforce Participation, was reported to
have said:
… the decision would disadvantage students from
Melbourne’s north-west and regional Victoria and has urged
the university to reconsider.

I know Julia Gillard, the then federal Minister for
Education, did not step in to stop the closure but
approved the closure in June 2009.
Mr Elsbury — Looking after the west!
Mrs PETROVICH — Unbelievable! I strongly
believe, like my community, that we need to consider
the feasibility of returning the site to a university or at
least a higher education facility for the reasons outlined
by them.
We now seek to return a tertiary facility to Sunbury,
including the possibility of a trade training facility. I ask
the minister to consider all options for a tertiary facility
in the Macedon Ranges and to consider the options for
a trade training component to be located in Sunbury.
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Government: advertising
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — The
adjournment matter I wish to raise this evening is for
the attention of the Premier and relates to an issue about
government advertising.
I refer to a media release of the Premier of
31 December 2009 when he was the Leader of the
Opposition entitled ‘Baillieu government to establish
independent panel to scrutinise taxpayer-funded ads’.
The establishment of the independent panel that would
have scrutinised taxpayer-funded ads is one of the
things the government has not done. There is a rather
long list of things the government has not done.
Government advertising is a contentious issue. There
are many incredibly worthy things that are canvassed
by government advertising. One of the issues that is
dearest to my heart is workplace safety. There is also,
importantly, road safety, domestic violence services
and information campaigns about any number of
things.
The Liberal-Nationals coalition said it would radically
change the way government advertising would occur.
While the coalition indicated a desire to pay for most of
its election commitments through making cuts to
government advertising, I suggest there will still be
some advertising that the government will continue. A
recent example is the police recruitment campaign that
is currently under way. There are advertisements also
about Viclink and continuing and successful campaigns
about road safety and workplace safety that I think we
all hope will continue.
A concern has been brought to my attention by the
Pyrenees Advocate, which is a smaller news
publication. This issue was previously brought to the
attention of John Vogels, my former colleague and a
former member for Western Victoria Region in the
previous Parliament, and he raised this very issue in this
place — that is, that some of the smaller news outlets
are missing out on a reasonable share of government
advertising. They have great circulation and a strong
following in their communities, and for an issue like
recruiting police I would have thought that there would
be some strong merit in those advertisements being
placed in as many communities as possible in order to
create the greatest diversity and local representation in
our police force.
Therefore I urge the government and the Premier, as
they go about considering their review of government
advertising, to give some serious consideration to the
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way and locations in which this spending occurs so that
a variety of organisations can benefit.

Fire blight: New Zealand imports
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security, Peter Walsh. My adjournment matter centres
around the federal government’s decision to relax the
protocols surrounding the importation into Australia of
New Zealand apples. Whilst I understand that this is a
federal government decision, the consequences of this
decision are likely to be very heavily felt by the
Victorian agricultural sector.
I know that the orchardists around Victoria have little or
no confidence in the federal agriculture minister, and
his lack of due diligence on this issue may give
Australian apple and pear growers, including those in
Victoria, an industry-threatening bacteria without the
resources to cope should fire blight find its way into
Australia. As if the people of the Goulburn Valley have
not had enough to worry about with the job losses at
Girgarre and Mooroopna over the last few weeks, the
last thing they need is a government in Canberra that is
prepared to put this industry at risk by allowing New
Zealand to export its apples, which are known to suffer
from fire blight at times, into Australia. Furthermore,
Harcourt apple growers, who have just emerged from
years of drought and are now looking for a period of
consolidation, do not need to be operating with the
threat of fire blight hanging over their heads.
I ask the minister to explain what he is doing to push
these concerns onto his federal counterpart. Is there any
lobbying he may be able to do on behalf of Victorian
apple and pear growers to have the stricter protocols
that have been in place for a number of years
reinstated? These stricter protocols have, to date, been
enough to prohibit the importation of New Zealand
apples.
This is a very serious threat, and I am sure the
orchardists of the Harcourt and Goulburn valleys would
be very keen to know whether there is any action that
the Victorian Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security can take to avoid the threat that is hanging
over their industry, knowing that the Goulburn Valley’s
pear production represents about 80 to 90 per cent of
Australia’s pear production and that the Harcourt
Valley apple growers produce some of the highest rated
quality apples in Australia. This is a very serious threat,
and I am asking the minister to explain what action he
is able to take on the growers’ behalf.
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Planning: growth areas infrastructure
contribution
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Planning,
Matthew Guy, regarding recent changes to the growth
areas infrastructure contribution and the introduction of
a reformed developer contributions system in Victoria.
Members will remember that the purpose of Labor’s
growth area infrastructure charge was to ensure that
those who made a financial windfall from the sale and
development of land rezoned for urban development
would pay a reasonable contribution towards the
essential services that are necessary for new
developments, such as public transport, child care,
parks, gardens and recreation facilities.
The contribution was intended to enable those who
bought a home in a new development to have access to
services that were similar if not equal to the services
that residents have in the middle and inner established
suburbs. Labor believes that was a fair arrangement,
and it is good to see that it has largely been continued
by the present government. However, since the change
of government these arrangements have been amended,
and it is those amendments to which I wish to draw the
minister’s attention. The Baillieu government has with
those amendments failed to fully deal with the problem
of the secret deals it will make with developers on the
work-in-kind agreements, where developers will give
undertakings to the planning minister that they will do
certain works in exchange for a reduction in the overall
financial infrastructure contribution that they are
required to make.
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I have worked closely with the shire and the councillors
in the time that I have represented that area, and I
respect their diligence and the attention they pay to all
aspects of the planning process to ensure that new
residents have appropriate access to the amenities they
need. I believe the shire and its residents deserve to
have the confidence of the Victorian government, and I
seek the minister’s advice on that matter.

Darebin Arts and Entertainment Centre:
ministerial visit
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
wish to bring a matter to the attention of the Minister
for Planning, the Honourable Matthew Guy. I call upon
the minister to follow up on a recent parliamentary
briefing by the City of Darebin. I ask him to visit
Darebin and join with me in taking a tour of the
Darebin Arts and Entertainment Centre complex.
The Darebin arts and entertainment complex is a
landmark in Melbourne’s north. It is a $l0.25 million
multipurpose facility. The complex is a premier theatre
venue and also caters for functions, conferences,
exhibitions, meetings and trade shows. For example,
local artists and schools hold exhibitions within the
facility to showcase the talents of those in our
community. It has become a hub in Melbourne’s north
for multicultural events. Each year it is estimated that
over 116 000 people visit the complex, accessing the
many diverse services that it offers. Opened in 1994,
the modernised facility has served the community in a
number of ways since then, and we hope it will
continue to do so for many years to come.

The government has backed down to some extent,
because while it would not enshrine those arrangements
in legislation it did undertake to talk to local
government about the commitments that were being
made. The secrecy — the lack of transparent procedure
or independent oversight — means that the process is
open to abuse.

The Darebin arts and entertainment complex is a
valuable cultural and community resource, and I look
forward to Minister Guy joining with me in visiting that
facility as soon as possible.

I ask the minister whether he has contacted the Cardinia
shire to negotiate the process whereby he will reveal to
the shire the agreements he has come to with
developers who are offering work in kind as part of
their growth areas infrastructure contribution. I also ask
the minister how the work-in-kind process that he has
agreed with developers and will reveal to the shire will
be made public? Or will the arrangement continue to be
a secret between the minister, the developer and certain
personnel at Cardinia shire?

Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I raise a matter for the attention of the Assistant
Treasurer concerning the botched tendering for the
e-services panel, which has devastated the confidence
of the Victorian ICT industry and as a consequence
may have triggered the flight of ICT investment and
jobs from Victoria.

In recent years Cardinia shire has successfully managed
one of the fastest growing areas of interface Melbourne.

Information and communications technology:
procurement process

Many of the firms to miss out have an international
reputation and provide cutting-edge software; however,
many are also small businesses, and the cost of
retendering will be financially crippling, especially as
they are bleeding work and jobs to New South Wales. I
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call on the Assistant Treasurer to compensate the ICT
firms for the cost of having to submit new tenders for
the e-services panel as a result of the government’s
botching of the tendering process. It is now clear to the
whole industry that the evaluation of firms for the panel
has been a flawed process which threatens Victoria’s
pre-eminence as the ICT capital of Australia.
The Victorian ICT industry is in turmoil, and many
skilled workers will be lost not only to Queensland and
New South Wales but also overseas. At the same time
Victorian taxpayers will take a hit as the Victorian
government pays more for services due to a lack of
competitiveness. The ICT industry is now expressing
concern that skilled Victorian work is going to be lost
to cheap overseas centres.
When I asked the minister at question time today
whether he was briefed before the tender process was
requested, he refused to answer the question. It is not
acceptable for the Assistant Treasurer to hide behind
euphemisms such as ‘refresh’ and to refuse to answer
questions in an attempt to avoid responsibility. The
Assistant Treasurer needs to toughen up, accept that the
tendering process was botched on his watch and
properly compensate these important Victorian small
businesses for having to prepare new tenders as a result
of a mess created by this government.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The Clerks have
drawn my attention to standing order 4.10 with regard
to the adjournment debate and the limits on the number
of contributions that can be made in a week. We have
already exceeded the number of adjournment matters.
In fact, this week both the major parties have exceeded
their number. The Greens have not, but both the major
parties have exceeded theirs. I seek leave of the house
to allow one final member — Mr Elsbury — to
participate in the adjournment debate on this occasion.
In future weeks I will be a little bit more — —
Mr Drum — Vigilant.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Vigilant. I thank
Mr Drum; that was his best interjection for the week.
That one was helpful.
Mr Drum — I am always trying to help.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Is leave of the house
granted for Mr Elsbury to participate in the
adjournment debate?
Leave granted.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Elsbury was
particularly vocal on that occasion.
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Dangerous dogs: control
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I thank
the house for its indulgence this evening. My matter is
for the attention of the Minister for Agriculture and
Food Security, the Honourable Peter Walsh, in his area
of responsibility relating to restricted breed dogs. With
the tragic events in St Albans last night in mind, which
resulted in the death of a four-year-old girl by the name
of Ayen Chol, I ask the minister what action the
government will take in ensuring that dangerous dogs
are no longer putting the community at risk.
Unfortunately in this particular instance the young girl
was at home playing or watching television when the
owner of the house she was staying at was chased by a
dog into the house and the dog turned on everyone
inside, injuring a five-year-old girl and unfortunately
killing young Ayen. As a father of a four-year-old I can
only say I cannot think of the horror that would have
gone through the mother’s thoughts at that time. I can
only hope that there is some peace for the mother in her
faith, which she has displayed today.
Unfortunately this is not an isolated case. On
13 February this year an American pit bull and an
American Staffordshire terrier attacked the members of
a young family who were going for a walk in their
neighbourhood of Hoppers Crossing. In that incident
two men were hospitalised after the dogs decided to
attack. In one instance the father stood between his
children and the dogs in an attempt to save his children
from being mauled. In the second instance a man, who
was just walking through a park, was also attacked by
the same two dogs. On 29 June this year two American
pit bulls mauled a small pet dog in the Newport area.
I am aware that currently an amnesty is available for
those people who own dogs that are on the restricted list
and who have decided not to register them, which is
against the law. I urge anyone who owns one of these
dogs to do the right thing and go and register their dog
so it can be properly monitored and notification given
to the people who live in the local area of the dangerous
dog. According to the Department of Primary Industries
website, people have two years from 1 September 2010
to register their dogs, but I seriously hope people will
do that much sooner.
To Ayen’s mother, Jackline Anchito, and father,
Mawien Chol, I extend my deepest sympathies.

Responses
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
have written responses to adjournment debate matters
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raised by Mrs Coote on 5 April 2011, Mr Scheffer on
5 May 2011, Mr Lenders on 24 May 2011, Mr Lenders
on 25 May 2011, Mr Lenders on 26 May 2011,
Mr Scheffer on 2 June 2011, Ms Crozier on 16 June
2011, Ms Pennicuik on 16 June 2011, Mr Philip Davis
on 28 June 2011, Mr Lenders on 29 June 2011 and
Ms Pennicuik on 29 June 2011.
In the adjournment debate this evening Mr Lenders
raised a matter for the Premier regarding the hendra
virus, and I note that David Davis raised the hendra
virus with Mr Jennings when he was the minister in the
last Parliament. I further note that the former
government did nothing about the hendra virus, but I
will pass the adjournment matter on to the Premier
because it is a very serious issue that needs to be
addressed.
Mr O’Brien raised a matter for the Minister for
Veterans’ Affairs about today’s anniversary of the
Battle of Long Tan. He invited the minister to visit the
Stawell RSL club to discuss maintenance of its
facilities.
Ms Tierney raised a matter for the Minister for Sport
and Recreation regarding media releases for two
announcements he made in Geelong.
Mr Koch raised a matter for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services requesting that he inspect
Dulhunty Poles at its Moolap plant next time he is in
the Geelong area.
Ms Hartland raised a matter for the Premier regarding
the Council of Australian Governments meeting on
Friday, 19 August, and in particular the discussions
around mental health reforms at Colac.
Mr Ramsay raised an issue for the Minister for Health
regarding the impact of Prime Minister Julia Gillard’s
carbon tax on hospitals in his region, particularly at
Ballarat Health Services.
Ms Mikakos raised an issue for me regarding a
Wantirna child-care centre and its insurance. I believe
the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority gave some
poor advice to some services. But of course these
services are also being impacted heavily by the funding
cuts of the federal government to the Take a Break
program. I believe assurances have been given to all of
those services that they will remain insured while they
remain government-funded services, but I will follow
up with my department to ensure that those services
have been given formal advice.
Mrs Petrovich raised an issue for the Minister for
Higher Education and Skills regarding Victoria
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University in Sunbury and asked him to explore all
options for tertiary education and a trade training centre
in Sunbury.
Ms Pulford raised a matter for the Premier regarding
government advertising and the Liberal-Nationals
coalition’s more responsible approach to government
advertising.
Mr Drum raised a matter for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security regarding the federal
government’s intention to relax the protocols for the
importation of New Zealand apples and the risk that
poses to the horticultural industry in the Goulburn
Valley and in Harcourt in our electorate of Northern
Victoria Region. The action he sought was for the
minister to do everything he could to avoid the threat of
these imports. I note that the Prime Minister,
Ms Gillard, had a smile on her face when she stood in
the New Zealand Parliament and announced that she
would be relaxing the protocols and that she looked
forward to eating imported New Zealand apples in
Australia. That was a great insult to the growers not
only in Victoria but in Tasmania and elsewhere in
Australia.
But I am delighted that the Goulburn Valley has
featured so heavily in debate in this house this week.
The impact of job losses, the relaxing of protocols for
the importation of New Zealand apples, the Take a
Break child-care program and a number of other issues
have been raised, and I am delighted that the Labor
Party has finally learned where the Goulburn Valley is,
because it did not know where it was when in
government.
Mr Scheffer raised an issue for the Minister for
Planning regarding the growth areas infrastructure
contribution tax and asked him to contact the Cardinia
Shire Council and clarify the work-in-kind agreements.
Mr Ondarchie raised a matter for the Minister for
Planning requesting that the minister accompany him
on a visit to the Darebin Arts and Entertainment Centre.
Mr Somyurek raised an issue for the Assistant
Treasurer regarding the tendering of ICT projects.
Mr Elsbury raised an issue for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security regarding the
registration of restricted breed dogs and the tragic death
of a child yesterday. I am sure I speak for the whole
chamber when I say our thoughts, like Mr Elsbury’s,
are with this family at the moment, and we extend our
deepest sympathy to the family.
I will refer all those matters to the ministers.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 6.45 p.m. until Tuesday,
30 August.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Tuesday, 16 August 2011
Roads: Nagambie bypass
Raised with:

Minister for Roads

Raised by:

Mr Tee

Raised on:

4 May 2011

REPLY:
The issue raised was that there are allegations that individuals who are not locals are being engaged at the expense
of local labour on the Nagambie bypass project. VicRoads has investigated the allegations and it is my
understanding that the Abigroup Contract workforce is comprised of local labour and Abigroup employees who
have relocated to Nagambie.

Bridges: Yackandandah Creek
Raised with:

Minister for Roads

Raised by:

Ms Broad

Raised on:

24 May 2011

REPLY:
Following a recent meeting with representatives of Murray Goulburn and local members of Parliament, I requested
VicRoads to examine alternative construction options that would reduce the time frame to commence and complete
construction on the Yackandandah Creek Bridge.
I am pleased to advise that VicRoads has since commenced demolition works on the bridge and work on the
reconstruction is expected to commence in the coming months.
Improved signage has been installed along the length of the detour, as have speed restriction signs of 70 kilometres
per hour at the intersections of the Kiewa Valley Highway and Lindsay Road, Lindsay Road and
Wodonga-Yackandandah Road, and the Kiewa Valley Highway and Wodonga-Yackandandah Road. To further
enhance the safety of all road users, an 80-kilometres-per-hour speed limit is to be introduced along the detour
route. Speed restriction signs will be in place until the highway is reopened.
VicRoads has also completed works to remove small vegetation from the roadside edge, enhance the warnings for
drivers of approaching intersections and increase the number of road and roadside reflectors for night travel. These
improvements have made a significant difference for road users.

Children: Take a Break program
Raised with:

Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development

Raised by:

Ms Mikakos
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24 May 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The funding of child care is a commonwealth government responsibility and the Take a Break (TAB) child-care
program was historically funded by the commonwealth, with a state contribution. From 1 July 2010, the
commonwealth withdrew funding to the states and territories for neighbourhood model occasional care. This
decision was undertaken without any consultation with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development.
The former Victorian government agreed to fully fund the TAB child-care program in the 2010–11 financial year
as a temporary measure by bringing forward all state funds allocated for 2011–12.
In light of the commonwealth’s decision to withdraw occasional child-care funding, coupled with their more recent
decision to reduce the GST revenue available to Victoria and the prior expenditure of the 2011–12 funds, the
Victorian government is no longer in a position to continue to meet the cost of the commonwealth’s responsibility,
and as such, the program cannot be sustained unless the commonwealth reverses its decision to withdraw funding.
All services currently receiving TAB funding will receive the equivalent of six months of their annual allocation in
June 2011. These funds will enable both the provision of services until at least 30 September 2011, and the funding
of any wind-up or transition arrangements that may result from this decision.
I have asked the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development to identify those services receiving
TAB funding that offer the only centre-based child care in isolated small rural communities. Where services are at
risk of closure, the department will work with local communities to identify sustainable options for child-care
provision, including pursuing discussions with the commonwealth government to ensure services receive
appropriate child-care funding support.

Rail: Newport station
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

24 May 2011

REPLY:
The coalition government is committed to improving Newport railway station and is working closely with Metro to
develop a detailed scope of works to upgrade the car park and associated drainage.
The broad scope of works calls for an additional 200 car spaces, with a fully asphalted surface, line marking and
signage.
Drainage will be improved as part of the car park works and a footpath will be provided to connect the car park to
the existing council footpath.
Additional lighting and closed-circuit television cameras will also be installed to improve safety.
Metro has been notified of the presentation of the station and asked to investigate and rectify issues in line with its
franchise agreement with the government.
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Kindergarten Inclusion Support Services: eligibility criteria
Raised with:

Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development

Raised by:

Ms Pulford

Raised on:

25 May 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian government is committed to ensuring that children with a disability or developmental concerns are
supported to access kindergarten. Consequently the government committed an additional $10 million over four
years and $2.7 million ongoing to expand the eligibility for kindergarten inclusion support packages in the 2011–12
state budget.
This additional funding will broaden the eligibility criteria for kindergarten inclusion support to provide for
children with complex medical care needs, who require a high level of ongoing supervision and specific medical
care to attend kindergarten.
While the guidelines for complex medical care packages will not be introduced until 2012, the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development will provide pro-rata support for Miss ‘W’ for the remaining two
terms of kindergarten in 2011.
I am in receipt of your correspondence about the particular case to which you refer and will respond to it directly.

Roads: western suburbs
Raised with:

Minister for Roads

Raised by:

Ms Hartland

Raised on:

26 May 2011

REPLY:
The government is committed to improving freight efficiency and addressing congestion and amenity concerns in
Melbourne’s inner and outer suburban areas, including the Western suburbs. To this end, there are three key
strategies currently under development.
The government is assessing a range of possible initiatives in the context of the new metropolitan planning strategy
and transport solutions.
The government has also announced the preparation of a Growing Freight on Rail strategy, to be completed by the
end of the year, which will consider the potential for moving more metropolitan freight by rail.

SPC Ardmona: future
Raised with:

Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Raised by:

Mr Somyurek

Raised on:

26 May 2011

REPLY:
With manufacturing activity in Victoria contributing more than $30 billion in gross state product and employing
over 300 000 people, the Baillieu government is committed to revitalising this key sector of our economy after a
decade of neglect and indifference by the former Labor government.
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Victoria’s new government has a strategic approach to manufacturing that is about backing local innovation and
improving international competitiveness.
I understand that Mr Terry Davis, the CEO of the parent company of SPC Ardmona, Coca-Cola Amatil, has
warned that the local food manufacturers might have to consider shifting operations offshore. He listed three
reasons:
1.

if the dollar remains high;

2.

if private label groceries gain a bigger share of the market;

3.

if the competitive position of local manufacturers is eroded by federal Labor’s carbon tax.

It is important to understand how important a factor the potential carbon price is, not just for this company but for
many companies in the manufacturing sector.
It is true that SPC is currently undertaking a review of its three SPC facilities. Our government is working with
SPC to understand what the review will be. Obviously the government cannot pre-empt the outcome of the review
of SPC Ardmona, but it will continue to maintain contact with the company as it undertakes its review.

Carbon price: introduction
Raised with:

Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Raised by:

Mr Ondarchie

Raised on:

31 May 2011

REPLY:
In my capacity as Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade, I have conducted a series of industry round
tables to listen, firsthand, to the needs of Victorian manufacturers. These roundtables have occurred in metropolitan
Melbourne and regional Victoria, with more scheduled to come.
Earlier this year, in February, I chaired the northern metropolitan business round table in Bundoora, where I know
that you, Mr Ondarchie, were present. We were able to consult with many representatives from the manufacturing
industry within the Northern Metropolitan Region.
No doubt, you are already aware that the Northern Metropolitan Region has a population of 883 000, 16 per cent of
the population of metropolitan Melbourne. Of the 68 563 businesses (as at June 2009), 2590 employ more than
20 people; and of the 318 businesses in the north that have more than 100 employees, there are 201 businesses with
100–119 employees and 117 businesses with 200+ employees. Manufacturing happens to be one of the region’s
major business activities.
Unlike the previous Labor government, who neglected the manufacturing industry for over a decade, and who
continue to talk down the manufacturing industry, Victoria’s new government is committed to revitalising
manufacturing in Victoria.
Throughout my consultations with various businesses, there have been a number of issues that have been
continuously raised.
Along with the high Australian dollar, there is growing uncertainty over federal Labor’s proposed carbon tax. I
know that businesses in the Northern Metropolitan Region also share these concerns.
Just recently the CEO of the parent company Coca-Cola Amatil, Mr Terry Davis, warned that the local food
manufacturers might have to consider shifting operations offshore. He listed three reasons for that: one is if the
dollar remains high; the second is if private label groceries gain a bigger share of the market; and the third is if the
competitive position of local manufacturers is eroded by Labor’s carbon tax.
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I think it is important to understand how important a factor the potential carbon price is. Uncertainty over the
carbon tax being proposed by the Gillard government is not helpful to business confidence.
I look forward to working with you in the future.

Electricity: price comparisons
Raised with:

Minister for Consumer Affairs

Raised by:

Mr Barber

Raised on:

31 May 2011

REPLY:
Energy price comparison websites market themselves as enabling consumers to compare different energy contracts
in order to identify deals that will save them money. As the energy market becomes more competitive, consumers
will potentially make use of energy price comparison websites as they look for the best offer for their energy needs.
Like any other trader or service provider, energy price comparison websites must abide by the misleading and
deceptive conduct provisions in chapter 2 of the Australian Consumer Law (ACL). They are also subject to the
chapter 3 prohibition on making false or misleading representations about goods or services.
Consumer Affairs Victoria is examining the validity of claims of misleading and deceptive conduct by energy price
comparison websites, and will follow up with the providers to ensure they understand and uphold their
responsibilities under the ACL.
Consumers looking to compare gas and electricity offers may access the Essential Services Commission’s ‘Your
Choice’ website. Its primary functions include providing:
– information to help consumers work out what contract they are on and how they can negotiate a better deal; and
– a list of all the standing contracts in their area and details of a range of market contracts to help them choose a
retailer.
Additionally, the Consumer Utilities Advocacy Centre (CUAC) recently provided the government with its report
on this issue. The report’s recommendations are being considered.

Gaming: revenue
Raised with:

Minister for Gaming

Raised by:

Hon. M. P. Pakula

Raised on:

1 June 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian budget for 2011–12 estimates that the state will raise $1.74 billion in gambling taxes and levies, a
growth of 4.6 per cent (or $76.4 million) compared with the revised estimates for 2010–11. This represents 3.67 per
cent of total state revenue.
Gambling taxation revenue is related to private household consumption. As household consumption increases, it is
generally the case that the amount spent on gambling will also increase.
The estimated growth in gambling taxation revenue for 2011–12 is based on predicted household consumption
expenditure growth and also takes into account the impact of changes to the casino’s licence conditions and
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taxation arrangements agreed to by the previous government, which included a progressive increase in the tax rate
on casino gaming machines and increases in the number of gaming tables.
The revenue forecast is not based on an anticipated revenue growth for any one gambling product.
Most gambling tax revenue is transferred by standing appropriation to the Hospitals and Charities Fund, the Mental
Health Fund or the Community Support Fund. In 2011–12, it is estimated that 82 per cent ($1.4 billion) of total
gambling taxation revenue will be transferred by standing appropriation to these funds.
The government is committed to increasing the proportion of funding available from the Community Support Fund
for direct grants for community projects and to reducing funds paid to government departments.
Significantly, in the 2011–12 budget the government announced funding of $150 million over four years from the
Community Support Fund, for the establishment of a new independent body, the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation. The foundation will have a mandate to reduce the prevalence and severity of problem gambling in
Victoria.

Western Port: port expansion
Raised with:

Minister for Planning

Raised by:

Ms Pennicuik

Raised on:

1 June 2011

REPLY:
I thank the member for Southern Metropolitan for her question concerning the government’s proposed
development of the port of Hastings as a second major container port in Victoria, which would cater for the growth
of container trade and strengthen competition as well as economic benefits for the state.
Your question highlighted the importance of up-to-date scientific knowledge and community consultation to
underpin planning for development of the port of Hastings.
As previously announced by the Minister for Ports, when the Transport Legislation Amendment (Port of Hastings
Development Authority) Bill 2011 was introduced to Parliament, the Port of Hastings Development Authority will
be tasked with undertaking economic, environmental and social assessments to provide a basis for more detailed
planning and development of the port. The recently appointed Victorian Regional Channels Authority, led by the
chair, Mr Ken Jarvis, will also play a key role in planning for the port’s development.
It is more than likely that the review of scientific knowledge regarding Westernport being led by Professor Mick
Keough, from the University of Melbourne, will be one of the inputs to the Port of Hastings Development
Authority’s examination of the environmental issues related to the port’s expansion. However, only when the
authority is formed and commences work will it be possible to establish the best way for it to proceed in planning
for development of the port.
As Minister for Planning, I may have a role in establishing and overseeing the formal process for environmental
assessment of port development at Hastings, which may involve an environment effects statement (EES) under the
Environment Effects Act 1978 (EE act). Suffice it to say, the required process will draw on the best scientific
information available, will involve extensive opportunities for public input and will give due regard to the health of
Western Port Bay, as well as to the economic benefits that would accrue from enhanced port facilities.

School buses: Northern Victoria Region
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Darveniza
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REPLY:
The Department of Transport (DOT) works closely with Bus Association Victoria to routinely review all free
school bus routes within Victoria to ensure the services provided are meeting demand and are operating in
accordance with Department of Education and Early Childhood Development guidelines.
School bus reviews have been undertaken regularly under all state governments for more than 20 years. Reviews
are necessary as student numbers change each year.
As a result of the reviews, existing school bus routes may continue with no changes, or where demand has
increased, may be extended and when justified additional buses introduced. Where student numbers have reduced,
routes may be altered so that fewer buses are used to transport eligible students.
The government believes that the free school bus network is crucial to ensure children across regional Victoria can
get to school, particularly those who live in isolated, rural areas where there are no other public transport
alternatives.
The school bus review process will ensure that school buses operate efficiently and effectively, and will continue to
provide a valuable service to the community.

Children: Take a Break program
Raised with:

Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development

Raised by:

Ms Pulford

Raised on:

1 June 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The funding of child care is a commonwealth government responsibility and the Take a Break (TAB) child-care
program was historically funded by the commonwealth, with a state contribution. From 1 July 2010, the
commonwealth withdrew funding to the states and territories for neighbourhood model occasional care. This
decision was undertaken without any consultation with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development.
The former Victorian government agreed to fully fund the TAB child-care program in the 2010–11 financial year
as a temporary measure by bringing forward all state funds allocated for 2011–12.
In light of the commonwealth’s decision to withdraw occasional child care funding, coupled with their more recent
decision to reduce the GST revenue available to Victoria and the prior expenditure of the 2011–12 funds, the
Victorian government is no longer in a position to continue to meet the cost of the commonwealth’s responsibility,
and as such, the program cannot be sustained unless the commonwealth reverses its decision to withdraw funding.
All services currently receiving TAB funding will receive the equivalent of six months of their annual allocation in
June 2011. These funds will enable both the provision of services until at least 30 September 2011, and the funding
of any wind-up or transition arrangements that may result from this decision.
I have asked the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development to identify those services receiving
TAB funding that offer the only centre-based child care in isolated small rural communities. Where services are at
risk of closure, the department will work with local communities to identify sustainable options for child-care
provision, including pursuing discussions with the commonwealth government to ensure services receive
appropriate child-care funding support.
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Energy: Latrobe Valley
Raised with:

Minister for Energy and Resources

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

1 June 2011

REPLY:
In response to the matter of the future of the Brown Coal Mining in the Latrobe Valley, I make the following
comments.
The greatest uncertainty for the coal industry in the Latrobe Valley is the Gillard government’s carbon tax. The
Baillieu government has spoken out on its concerns with the impact of this carbon tax proposal on Victoria and the
Latrobe Valley.
The commonwealth government did not seek to consult in any detail with the Victorian government prior to its
carbon tax announcement.
I also note that the structural adjustment assistance proposed under Labor’s carbon tax package is completely
inadequate, given the economic impact it will have on many communities throughout Victoria including, but not
limited to, the Latrobe Valley. At $200 million over seven years, it is even less than the (inadequate) $200 million
over five years proposed under the Rudd government’s carbon pollution reduction scheme.
Mr Lenders seeks that I sit down with people in the industry to come forward with a plan for the future that deals
with security of supply.
I have discussed this issue with the Latrobe Valley generators. I have raised this issue with the commonwealth
minister, Martin Ferguson, and have discussed the economic future of the region with local representatives,
including the Latrobe City Council, and will continue to represent the interests of Victorians and the Latrobe Valley
in future.
The Victorian government also announced the cessation of negotiations for the partial closure of Hazelwood, which
was Mr Lenders’s policy when in government. The CEO of the Latrobe City Council and the Gippsland Trades and
Labor Council welcomed that decision.
This government has also advocated for commonwealth funding for low-emissions coal technology, and the
CarbonNet project. HRL and CarbonNet were projects supported by the previous government and are supported by
this government, despite being accused of ‘cuddling up to coal’ by Mr Lenders’s Labor colleagues, and the Gillard
government’s failure to provide one dollar of new funding for the development of clean coal technologies as part of
its carbon tax package.
The coalition government is continuing the coal resource strategic planning work of Clean Coal Victoria (CCV).
The planning activity involves considerable community consultation with industry, local and state government and
community groups. Part of the strategic planning for coal involves a Victorian brown coal roadmap. This will
involve local and international industry, academic and government personnel to define a pathway for coal that will
assist government in decisions on coal.
The coalition government will continue to support the development of lower emissions technology. In the 2011–12
budget the government doubled the funding to $82 million for the Energy Technology Innovation Scheme (ETIS),
and will open ETIS to all low emissions technology-including clean coal technologies-through the sequence of
research, development and demonstration. This is in contrast to the last round of ETIS funding under the Labor
government, which was restricted to renewable energy technology.
On Mr Lenders’s final point, I have recently made an announcement regarding the necessary steps and timing for
the safe reopening of the Princes Freeway at Morwell.
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Glen Devon Primary School site: future
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Elsbury

Raised on:

2 June 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development is reviewing options for the future use of the
former Glen Devon Primary School site. The department, through Western Metropolitan Region, is preparing a
business case for the establishment of an English language centre at this site.
I am further advised that the regional office has been involved in discussions with Wyndham City Council
regarding complementary uses of the school buildings which would provide a range of education and community
services. These discussions included Werribee Community and Education Centre (WCEC) having access to and
utilising the buildings to provide appropriate training programs for young people.
The department will prepare comprehensive advice once these discussions are finalised in July.
To ensure that the buildings on the site are not further vandalised a decision was made to shutter the windows and
doorways and to increase the frequency of security patrols to make safe the site until it is reoccupied.

Eaglehawk Primary School: future
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Drum

Raised on:

2 June 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Last year the coalition guaranteed the future of Eaglehawk Primary School and indicated that the school would
have a dedicated principal, school council and the necessary investment to restore enrolments. This is a guarantee
which the coalition has carried into government.
I have received and endorsed the independently conducted community consultation report. This report reflects
many sound ideas from the people of Eaglehawk that have been captured in an action plan. The action plan will be
implemented immediately and includes both short and long term strategies to ensure that Eaglehawk Primary
School can build a bright and sustainable future.
With regards to the capital funding committed to the school, $2 million was announced in the May budget on top of
$850 000 that was already allocated and is currently being spent. The community of Eaglehawk will see $1.215m
spent on the school facilities in the next 12 months, and a further $1.635m in the year after that.
This is clear evidence of the commitment of the Baillieu government to the future of Eaglehawk Primary School.

Rail: tender process
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Mr Somyurek
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2 June 2011

REPLY:
The 2011–12 Victorian budget commits $210.36 million for the procurement of seven additional X’Trapolis train
sets and associated capital works. This represents stage 1 of the government’s commitment to procure 40 new
trains for the metropolitan network.
The procurement of these seven trains was the subject of a direct negotiation with the current supplier, Alstom. The
negotiated outcome is considered excellent value for money having regard to both the competitive purchase price
and the increased local content from existing orders. The local content of these seven trains will be at least 30 per
cent, an increase of approximately 5 per cent from the existing order.
The procurement methodology and local content requirements for the further 33 trains is still under development.
In terms of the procurement for the further 33 trains, I can assure the member that the purchase will be the subject
of a competitive process with a strong focus on local content.

Planning: Officer
Raised with:

Minister for Planning

Raised by:

Mr O’Donohue

Raised on:

2 June 2011

REPLY:
With regard to the Officer precinct structure plan and specifically the realignment of the road network in the Officer
township proposed as part of the precinct structure plan, I can confirm the following.
A draft precinct structure plan has been prepared for Officer by Cardinia Shire Council, in partnership with the
Growth Areas Authority. A number of changes have been made to the plan including parks, drainage reserves, the
road network, school sites, community centres and the identification of activity centres. The draft precinct structure
plan is now available for discussion. Once consultation has been undertaken, it is expected that the precinct
structure plan will be submitted to me for approval.
I am aware of the issues that face the Officer township and I can confirm that the road network in the draft precinct
structure plan relating to the township has been amended. I will seek to ensure that the precinct structure plan that is
approved for Officer will benefit the township.
I can also confirm that I attended a recent town meeting in Officer and again visited the township on 3 June 2011. I
have spoken with residents and small business owners regarding their concerns with the changes proposed for the
township of Officer.

Rail: Altona loop service
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Hartland

Raised on:

15 June 2011

REPLY:
I met with a group of residents from Altona on 13 April 2011 to discuss their concerns about the May 2011
timetable change.
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Representatives from the Department of Transport (DOT) also attended a community meeting on 29 March 2011
to explain in detail why the changes were made.

Timboon P–12 School: upgrade
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Pulford

Raised on:

15 June 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian government is committed to the upgrading of government primary and secondary schools across the
state. The Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition Plan for Education was released in November last year and outlined
our priorities in the school building program. The government provided capital funding for a number of these
school projects in the Victorian state budget 2011–12.
The government is aware other schools have been involved in planning under the previous government’s capital
program and the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development has recognised the needs of
Timboon P–12 School. A master plan for the school has been completed and design development for the first stage
of the project will shortly be finalised.
The needs of schools and funding allocations for projects like that at Timboon P–12 which are at the planning stage
will be considered in future state budgets.

Colac Secondary College: football and cricket oval
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

15 June 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
In the 2011–12 state budget the government announced $11m for the completion of stage 3 of the Colac Secondary
College regeneration project.
The final stage of this project will include facilities for visual and performing arts, and food technology, general
purpose classrooms, and an upgrade of indoor physical education amenities shared jointly with Colac Otway
Shire’s Blue Water Fitness Centre.
As part of the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development’s commitment to shared community
facilities the provision of a sporting field will be part of this project. Whether this will be a soccer or hockey pitch
or an oval will be determined by Colac Secondary College following consultation with Colac Otway Shire.
This will ensure that the sporting facilities developed at the school will complement those already provided at
Colac Otway Shire’s Central Reserve, which is located across the road from the school, rather than duplicate these.
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Victoria Legal Aid: funding
Raised with:

Attorney-General

Raised by:

Hon. M. P. Pakula

Raised on:

15 June 2011

REPLY:
Demand for state-funded VLA services has grown substantially in recent years. While the previous government
provided around $25 million per year in the three financial years to 2011–12 in response to this demand growth,
that funding boost sunsets in 2011–12.
In other words, the previous government failed to provide ongoing funding to keep up with demand for legal aid.
The Baillieu government will now need to consider the issue in the context of preparing the 2012–13 budget.
Our commitment in relation to the Public Purpose Fund was that we would not seek to raid the Public Purpose
Fund for programs such as the Costs Court that ought to be funded from the budget. We intend to honour that
commitment.

Rail: level crossings
Raised with:

Minister for Roads

Raised by:

Ms Mikakos

Raised on:

15 June 2011

REPLY:
The government’s ‘Metro Level Crossing Blitz’ identifies ten crossings for treatment, commencing in its first term,
which represent some of Melbourne’s busiest level crossings where high train and traffic volumes are creating
congestion on the road system.
State budget funding of $16.5 million in 2011–12 and 2012–13 is targeted at getting construction started at
Mitcham and Springvale (three level crossings), and at getting planning started at another five crossings —
Mountain Highway, Scoresby Road, North Road, Blackburn Road, and Burke Road.

Ford Australia: exports
Raised with:

Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Raised by:

Mr Somyurek

Raised on:

16 June 2011

REPLY:
1.

The automotive industry in Victoria is an important contributor to the state’s manufacturing sector and
economy. Victoria is one of only a small number of locations around the globe where a vehicle can be taken
from concept through to design, and ultimately, volume production.

2.

The industry is currently facing significant challenges due to the high Australian dollar and rising fuel prices.
Additionally, the industry has been impacted by cutbacks in federal government assistance programs such as
the abolition of the Federal Green Car Innovation Fund.
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3.

The automotive sector has seen significant turnaround: in May, Ford Australia announced an after-tax profit
of $12.2 million; and, local manufacturers also grew their turnover from $3.1 billion to $3.3 billion. This
strong result points towards further investment by Ford.

4.

The Victorian government remains committed to ensuring Ford’s long-term presence in Victoria and shares a
strong relationship with Ford. Unlike the opposition, the Victorian government will never talk down the
manufacturing sector in this state.

City of Hume: Sunbury separation
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mrs Petrovich

Raised on:

16 June 2011

REPLY:
I thank the member for Northern Victoria for her question. I have publicly affirmed the government’s commitment
for the people of Sunbury to have a say on possible secession from Hume City Council.
As the Local Government Act 1989 does not include a process for this to occur, I have sought advice from my
department as to the appropriate process to give effect to this commitment.
I expect to shortly be provided with some options to consider. Importantly, I will be seeking to ensure that as much
information that can be attained to assist this process is provided and this includes economic assessment material.
Further information will be provided about the next steps in this matter in due course.

Mice: control
Raised with:

Minister for Agriculture and Food Security

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

28 June 2011

REPLY:
In attempting to link the control response to both locust plagues and on-farm mice infestations, the opposition is
once again demonstrating the lack of understanding Labor has of agriculture.
There exists a clear and long-agreed role for the state in financially contributing to the control of plague locusts,
dating back to 1976 when the Australian Plague Locust Commission (APLC) was established and commenced
operations. The primary purpose of the APLC was to overcome past difficulties in organising the control of an
insect (locusts) which migrates over long distances and poses an interstate threat to agricultural industries. It is
recognised that locusts will cause significant damage not only to commercial crops and pastures but also to
community asset vegetation.
The APLC was formed following the major infestation of 1973–74, when the then Prime Minister of Australia and
the Premiers of the States of New South Wales, Queensland, Victoria and South Australia agreed to establish a
dedicated locust control organisation. The APLC has continued a program of monitoring, forecasting, research and
control since that time. The commission is jointly funded by the commonwealth (50 per cent), New South Wales
(32.5 per cent), Victorian (10 per cent), South Australian (5 per cent) and Queensland (2.5 per cent) governments.
The success of the APLC coordination of effort has been the effective containment of locusts in New South Wales
in most seasons. The former government was forced into action in 2010 by the then coalition opposition to take
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action to prepare for and encourage community and landowner participation in the campaign to control locusts and
stop their threatened spread from northern Victoria down into the state’s south.
By contrast, mice infestations are a frequent issue in parts of Victoria’s grains production area which is traditionally
controlled by landowners themselves. Mice infestations do not travel as rapidly nor as widely as locusts and
damage caused by mice is primarily to private infrastructure and crops.
There exists no accepted interstate government cost-sharing regime for mouse control.
The coalition government has been pleased to support the call by affected grain producers and the Victorian
Farmers Federation (VFF) for the Australian Pesticide and Veterinary Medicines Authority to approve an
emergency use permit for the treatment of unsterilised wheat as an additional mouse bait option. This option would
be in addition to existing commercially marketed mouse baits.
The support of the coalition government for our farming sector on this issue has been recognised by the VFF,
whose VFF Grains Group President, Mr Andrew Weidemann, said in a press release dated Tuesday, 21 June 2011:
The VFF thanks Minister Peter Walsh, the Department of Primary Industries Chemical Standards Branch,
and the APVMA, for assisting in this emergency plague response. This decision is a good example of how
industry and government can work cohesively to achieve a response in the best interests of farmers and the
community.
This coalition government will continue to work with food and fibre producers to tackle the varied challenges of
weather, pests and diseases and to grow a strong commercial agricultural sector to provide food security for the
future.
Thank you for raising this issue with me.

Motorised scooters: safety
Raised with:

Minister for Roads

Raised by:

Mrs Coote

Raised on:

28 June 2011

REPLY:
Motorised mobility device is a term used to describe a (generally) battery powered, three or four-wheel ride-on
vehicle that is designed to assist the mobility of aged or physically disabled people and primarily replace extended
walking in normal daily activities. Maintaining personal mobility allows a person to preserve their independence
and maintain their quality of life.
These motorised mobility device users are legally regarded as pedestrians and therefore the road rules that apply to
pedestrians are the same road rules that apply to users of motorised mobility devices.
The Victorian parliamentary Road Safety Committee made a recommendation in its Inquiry into Road Safety for
Older Road Users in 2003 that VicRoads produce a guide for users of motorised mobility devices.
As a result, in 2006, VicRoads released ‘A guide for choosing and using motorised mobility devices: mobility
scooters and electric wheelchairs’.
The guide covers who may use a motorised mobility device, how to choose the right motorised mobility device,
road rules for pedestrians on motorised mobility devices, checks to make before each trip and your responsibilities
as a rider when using a motorised mobility device. This guide was updated in April 2010 and is available to view or
download from the VicRoads website. The guide was also distributed to suppliers and manufacturers of these
vehicles as well as to local government.
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Public transport: ferry service
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

29 June 2011

REPLY:
The Department of Transport (DOT) has received numerous letters suggesting that a bay commuter ferry service be
provided as an alternative public transport option for commuters from the Wyndham, Geelong and Bellarine
Peninsula areas.
DOT has previously engaged consultants to evaluate commuter ferries on Port Phillip Bay. The consultants
concluded that there are a number of challenges that limit the appropriateness of ferries for Melbourne.
Journey times would be significantly longer than existing land-based means. Ferry operation along the Yarra River
to the CBD is hampered by the combination of a 5-knot speed limit and numerous low bridges. The use of Station
Pier as an alternative suffers from its remoteness from the CBD and the need for commuters to make a connecting
tram journey into Melbourne.
Due to the weather conditions that are commonly experienced on Port Phillip Bay, including large swells, it is
considered that a ferry service would suffer from cancellations and uncomfortably rough trips on a regular basis.
Larger vessels could provide a reliable all-weather service, although these vessels would be too large for the
anticipated patronage.
Interstate and overseas experience shows that successful commuter ferry services offer short direct trips between
two population centres that are otherwise distant by land-based routes. The large size of Port Phillip Bay limits new
opportunities to create routes that offer time advantages over existing land-based routes.
The upgrade of land-based transport modes will provide higher capacity, faster and more reliable journey times
than could be realistically achieved by a commuter ferry service.

Wind farms: health effects
Raised with:

Minister for Planning

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

29 June 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition ‘Plan for Planning’ and ‘Plan for Energy and Resources’, set out a range
of actions intended to facilitate best practice in wind energy facility development in Victoria. Policy actions will be
implemented progressively following further research and examination of legislative options.
The Victorian government has moved quickly by changing the Victoria planning provisions and all Victorian
planning schemes on 15 March 2011 to implement the first stage of policy actions by:
– Making local government the responsible authority for all wind energy facility permit applications.
– Revising planning provisions including strengthened consideration of local amenity impacts and adoption of the
best practice New Zealand Standard NZ6808:2010, Acoustics–Wind Farm Noise (the 2010 standard) to set noise
limits.
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– Updating the Policy and Planning Guidelines for Development of Wind Energy Facilities in Victoria (March
2011) to reflect the amendment and introduce additional application requirements to ensure a proposal can be
more clearly understood.
– Providing transitional arrangements that apply to existing permits for wind energy facilities that have not yet
been acted on. Transition is only for one year up to 15 March 2012. Any extension of time of a permit granted
must specify an expiry date from the commencement no later than 15 March 2012.
Next Implementation Stage
The next stage of implementation will include:
– Prohibiting turbines within 2 kilometres of an existing dwelling, unless there is written consent from the owner
of the dwelling.
– Prohibiting wind energy facilities in inappropriate locations such as National Parks, the Mornington and
Bellarine Peninsulas, the Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges, the Great Ocean Road region, Macedon and
McHarg ranges, the coastal area of the Bass coast and regional population growth corridors.
Any new wind farm proposals will have to comply with the new requirements when they are introduced.
The prohibition of turbines within 2 kilometres of an existing dwelling, (unless agreement is reached with the
owner of the dwelling), is in keeping with the recommendation from the Senate inquiry ‘that further consideration
be given to the development of policy on separation criteria between residences and wind farm facilities’.
The ‘no go’ locations identified in the policy commitments are amongst the most sensitive environmental and
landscape locations in the state and should therefore be excluded from wind energy facility development as well as
identified regional centres to provide for future population growth. These policy commitments will be implemented
shortly.
Further investigations are under way across the relevant government portfolio areas to finalise the remaining
elements of the government’s policy including the establishment of a shared payment scheme and making data on
the energy output of wind farms publicly available. An inter-agency working group has been established to
implement these commitments.
Waubra Wind Energy Facility
In relation to concerns relating to the operation of the existing Waubra wind energy facility, the Department of
Planning and Community Development and the Environment Protection Authority are currently investigating this
issue. I expect advice about these matters shortly.

Heinz Australia: Girgarre factory closure
Raised with:

Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Raised by:

Ms Darveniza

Raised on:

29 June 2011

REPLY:
The news of the job losses at Heinz in Girgarre is obviously extremely disappointing. The government has spoken
to Heinz, which has described the decision as part of a global consolidation strategy.
Heinz had stated that all employees will be provided with support through its outplacement program, including
counselling, job search services and new skills training. This will be supported by the Victorian government. Heinz
has indicated its commitment to Victoria and is seeking to ensure the long-term future of its Australian and
Victorian operations.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Tuesday, 16 August 2011

COUNCIL

2621

As we know, the company is planning an investment of $5 million at its nearby Echuca site, which manufactures
baby food. The company has also made arrangements for Cedenco Foods to accept this season’s tomato crop from
local growers.
The Victorian government held talks with Heinz on 1 June about information sessions for all staff, with a further
meeting between Heinz and a representative from the Victorian government’s Bendigo office having taken place
on 27 June 2011.
An employment response workshop was discussed and has been scheduled for early August 2011.
I also understand that the acting CEO of Regional Development Victoria has recently met with the local council to
discuss possible options and look more broadly at how Girgarre can be supported. It is anticipated that the
department will continue to meet with Heinz to discuss ways in which we can work together and assist the region,
site and employees.

Manufacturing: Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission report
Raised with:

Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Raised by:

Mr Somyurek

Raised on:

29 June 2011

REPLY:
It is not my intention to pre-empt consideration of the final report by commenting on the draft report.

Regional and rural Victoria: fuel prices
Raised with:

Minister for Consumer Affairs

Raised by:

Ms Pulford

Raised on:

29 June 2011

REPLY:
I refer to the matter you raised during the debate on 29 June 2011 concerning the higher average price of petrol in
Victorian regional and country towns compared to prices in Melbourne.
As you may recall, the Rudd-Gillard government was elected on a promise to keep petrol prices low. However, the
federal Labor government’s collapsed Fuelwatch policy failed to deliver lower petrol prices for Victorians,
including those in rural and regional areas. Documents prepared by the federal Minister for Resources indicated
that the proposal would not necessarily lead to reduced petrol prices, and an analysis of prices found that fuel
consistently cost more in Perth (where petrol stations are required to provide pricing information for online
comparison) than in Sydney and Melbourne.
The city-country price differential is an ongoing concern for consumers and businesses in country areas and has
been the subject of numerous inquiries, including by the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission
(ACCC).
Following a report by the ACCC in 2007 on ‘Petrol Prices and Australian Consumers’, the commonwealth
government requested that the ACCC monitor and report annually on petrol prices for three years to the end of
2010. I am advised that the aim was to alert government and the community to situations where competition in
petrol wholesale and retail markets was not delivering satisfactory outcomes. To assist with this work, the ACCC
monitored petrol price in capital cities and 150 regional and country towns across Australia and obtained cost and
profit information from petrol companies.
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The resulting reports are published on the ACCC website at www.accc.gov.au. The 2010 report notes lower fuel
volumes, and thus higher costs per litre of fuel sold, as a key driver of higher prices in regional and country areas.
Additionally, the report pointed to other factors that influence country fuel prices, such as:
– additional freight and storage costs;
– levels of local competition, including the number of service stations; and
– a lack or diversification or lower convenience product sales that are important for some service stations to
achieve adequate returns.
The ACCC also hosts the Office of the Petrol Prices Commissioner (OPPC), which has full powers under the
Australian Competition and Consumer Act 2010 to formally monitor and investigate petrol prices.
Should you wish, you may raise the matter directly with the OPPC at GPO Box 520, Melbourne or 9290 1800 so
that your concerns may be captured in the future work of the ACCC.

Community sector: wages
Raised with:

Minister for Community Services

Raised by:

Ms Hartland

Raised on:

29 June 2011

REPLY:
The government values the outstanding work done by community sector workers and acknowledges that it is often
incredibly physically and mentally demanding and draining work.
This government wholeheartedly supports the principle that men and women should receive equal remuneration for
work of equal or comparable value. Before the last election, the coalition government made a firm commitment of
support for this principle in relation to the pay equity case before Fair Work Australia which was brought by a
number of unions on behalf of community sector workers.
The government demonstrated its good faith and support by setting aside $50 million a year, or $200 million over
four years, towards any equal pay order that Fair Work Australia might make. This was published, up-front, in our
costings before the election and confirmed in the state budget.
The recent minimum rates adjustment granted by Fair Work Australia that Ms Hartland has referred to will form
part of the government’s response to any outcome from the pay equity case.
Having set these funds aside specifically for this purpose, the government now is waiting for Fair Work Australia to
consider the submissions it has received and the evidence for and against the claim, and then hand down its
decision.
In anticipating the decision in this way the coalition government has taken a financially responsible position where
the former government did not.
If Fair Work Australia determines that the figure should be higher than what this government has made provision
for, we will look at the decision at that time.

Regional cities: government policy
Raised with:

Minister for Regional Cities

Raised by:

Ms Tierney
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29 June 2011

REPLY:
The Regional Cities portfolio represents local councils that contain the ten largest regional cities in Victoria. These
local councils form the membership base of Regional Cities Victoria which is a self-appointed group. Regional
Cities play an important role by supporting a network of smaller centres and surrounding rural area within their
regions.
The $1 billion Regional Growth Fund developed by the coalition government will provide support for all regional
councils. Smaller councils will benefit from more generous funding rations in programs such as the Putting Locals
First Program and the Local Government Infrastructure Fund in comparison to councils represented by the
Regional Cities portfolio.
The government will continue to meet and work with local councils to develop the role of all cities and centres that
provide important services to regional and rural Victorians.

Regional Policy Advisory Committee: membership
Raised with:

Minister for Regional and Rural Development

Raised by:

Mr Drum

Raised on:

29 June 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian government is currently in the process of finalising the appointment of members to the Regional
Policy Advisory Committee. I look forward to being able to advise the house of the membership of the Regional
Policy Advisory Committee when these appointments have been confirmed.
The membership of the Regional Policy Advisory Committee will consist of representatives from all regions of
non-metropolitan Victoria, and members will bring a wide range of backgrounds and areas of expertise to the table.
The Regional Policy Advisory Committee will play an important role in advising this government on issues across
regional and rural Victoria, in addition to its core roles of overseeing the strategic projects of the Regional Growth
Fund and considering the implications of legislation and policies for regional Victoria.

Wyndham Park Primary School: upgrade
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Elsbury

Raised on:

30 June 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I understand that Glen Devon Primary School and Glen Orden Primary School were allocated $7 million in
combined state and commonwealth funding to form Wyndham Park Primary School.
The department is continuing to work with Wyndham Park Primary School to achieve the best possible outcome
within the available budget.
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Wyndham Park Primary School is receiving additional funding to supplement refurbishment as well as further
funding for an upgrade of its storm water and sewerage system.

Strathmore Primary School: upgrade
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Eideh

Raised on:

30 June 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian government has made a commitment to focus on upgrading government primary and secondary
schools across the state. Priority projects to be included in the building program for the first term of government
were identified in the Victorian Liberal Nationals coalition Plan for Education, released in November 2010. Further
schools were identified for capital funding in the Victorian state budget 2011–12, released on 3 May 2011.
The government is aware that other schools were involved in planning for building projects under the previous
administration’s capital program. The needs of these schools will be given due consideration in determining future
priorities for the building program and in future state budget processes.
Strathmore Primary School received $3 000 000 for new classrooms under the Primary Schools for the
21st Century (P21) Program and a further $200 000 for classroom refurbishment under the National School Pride
Program.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Wednesday, 17 August 2011
McIvor Highway, Bendigo: speed limit
Raised with:

Minister for Roads

Raised by:

Mrs Petrovich

Raised on:

24 May 2011

REPLY:
VicRoads is currently undertaking a holistic review of speed limits in Victoria. In this review, VicRoads will
investigate opportunities to simplify speed limits on the road network, provide more consistency in the application
of the speed zoning guidelines and assist motorists to better comply with speed limits.
I will ask VicRoads to include McIvor Highway in the review. However, I note that a recent review of the speed
zone on the highway in Junortoun has indicated that the existing 90 kilometre per hour speed limit is appropriate
and in accordance with VicRoads’ speed zoning guidelines.
The review also confirmed that the Bendigo Domain Village driveway has safe sightlines available to approaching
traffic.
I am advised that ‘Aged Pedestrians’ warning signs were installed on 15 June 2011 on each approach to the
pedestrian refuge near the Bendigo Domain Village and new traffic signals were also installed at the nearby
intersection of McIvor Highway and Atlas Road on 13 July 2011.
The new signage and traffic signals will assist pedestrians and harness horses to cross the highway safely. Breaks
created in traffic when the new signals are operational will improve the opportunities for pedestrians and turning
vehicles near the Bendigo Domain Village.

Melbourne Wholesale Fish Market: relocation
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

14 June 2011

REPLY:
I issued a directive to VicTrack that it was required to purchase the site from Melbourne Wholesale Fish Market
Pty Ltd by no later than 30 June 2011 and grant a licence to Melbourne Seafood Centre Pty Ltd (MSC) to:
– commence on 30 June 2011
– require it to offer each of the existing tenants of the site a fixed term sub-licence for eight months (also
commencing on 30 June 2011).
VicTrack has executed a licence agreement with all members of the MSC commencing 30 June 2011 for a period
of eight months. The majority of remaining tenants who are not part of the MSC have also signed sub-licences with
it on the same terms.
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The MSC is now responsible for managing the fish market at the Footscray Road site. VicTrack will continue to
work closely with the MSC to ensure a smooth transition to the new premises at Kensington, which is expected to
occur in early 2012.

Essendon Airport: future
Raised with:

Minister responsible for the Aviation Industry

Raised by:

Mr Elsbury

Raised on:

16 June 2011

REPLY:
I would like to thank Mr Elsbury for the address he gave in Parliament on the importance of Essendon Airport.
In response to his speech on 16 June, I would also like to assure Mr Elsbury that this government remains
committed to maintaining Essendon as a working airport.
The federal government also supports our position and the federal Minister for Infrastructure and Transport,
Anthony Albanese, has also confirmed that there are no current plans to close the airport or relax the curfew.
This is because Essendon Airport is of remarkable importance to the state of Victoria and Melbourne.
Situated on 305 hectares that falls within the boundaries of the Hume City Council, Essendon Airport is the base
for a significant mix of aviation and non-aviation activities.
It supports over 50 000 aircraft movements per year, 95 per cent of which can be attributed to general aviation and
emergency purposes while the other 5 per cent can be accounted for by regional airlines such as Sharp Airlines
operating public services from Melbourne to Hamilton and Portland in Western Victoria.
Earlier this year, Sharp Airlines also commenced services between Essendon Airport and Flinders Island. This
Victorian based airline carries 70 000 passengers per year of which a significant number travel through Essendon
Airport.
Between July 2005 and June 2010 the airport had an average annual passenger growth of 17.4 per cent.
Essendon Airport is also the home of a number of pilot training schools, Altara and Pearson Aviation as well as
chartered flight operators, Air Nostalgia owned by Australasian Jet (AusJet), a company that primarily focuses on
servicing some of Australia’s most luxurious jets for Australia’s private sector executives.
Companies such as Air Nostalgia also offer the public a variety of scenic flights over Melbourne, Port Phillip Bay,
the Great Ocean Road and transport tourists to winery and wilderness tours from Essendon Airport.
As a secondary capital city airport, Essendon allows Tullamarine Airport to be much more efficient and safer
through providing a base for light and medium air traffic and preventing congestion at Melbourne Airport.
Essendon also plays a very important role as a base for Victoria’s air ambulance and police air wing. Without
Essendon Airport the Royal Flying Doctor Service and state emergency services would not have been able to
protect the community during periods of bushfires, floods and other emergencies.
As Mr Elsbury stated in his address, during the Black Saturday bushfires a total of 6500 firefighters were flown
into Essendon Airport from across Australia and New Zealand to assist with saving Victorians’ lives.
With the federal government’s approval of Essendon Airport’s 20-year master plan in 2008, it has been guaranteed
that the airport will continue to support and provide services which are vital to urban, regional and rural Victorians.
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There is no doubt that Essendon Airport has provided essential aviation services to Victorian residents since its
opening in 1921 and it will continue do so for a long time to come.
I appreciate Mr Elsbury’s support for the aviation industry in Victoria and thank him for raising awareness of the
importance of Essendon Airport.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Thursday, 18 August 2011
City of Port Phillip: skate park
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mrs Coote

Raised on:

5 April 2011

REPLY:
I recently met with City of Port Phillip councillors Rachel Powning (mayor) and Serge Thomann and Mr John
Hicks, general manager, city and infrastructure services division, City of Port Phillip, to review the consent issued
under the Coastal Management Act 1995 for the marina reserve master plan.
Following this meeting, council agreed to amend the master plan to enhance public facilities at the site to ensure the
plan serves the interests of all the community.
Amendments to the master plan include improvements to the skateable area, BBQ area, landscaping, inclusion of
play equipment within the vicinity of the BBQ area and provision of a 300m2 garden bed to separate the active and
passive recreational areas. I have now given consent for the master plan as of 16 June 2011.
Council issued a media announcement on Monday, 20 June 2011.

Floods: Bunyip River
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mr Scheffer

Raised on:

5 May 2011

REPLY:
Melbourne Water has clarified that it has allocated $7.5 million to the Bunyip Main Drain at Pakenham in budget
paper 4 for the renewal and upgrade of the southern embankment of the Bunyip Main Drain, between Eleven Mile
and Thirteen Mile Roads. The works are scheduled to commence in summer 2011–12, and they have been the
subject of ongoing communication with stakeholders.
In relation to the reinstatement of the section of Bunyip River that has affected Cardinia shire roads, Melbourne
Water has advised that it is working with the shire and other stakeholders to design and implement the required
works. As the Bunyip River Road is located very close to the waterway, the required works are complex to design,
and are estimated at $6.5 million to implement.
Melbourne Water estimates that detailed investigation and design of the work will take up to three months.
Waterway reinstatement is intended to commence around August 2011, subject to statutory approvals. Melbourne
Water estimates that the work is likely to be completed within six months of commencement, but it could take
longer if weather conditions are unfavourable. Stakeholder communication will be provided periodically as the
project develops.
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In relation to the impact of the flood on the waterway itself, Melbourne Water intends to commence removing
fallen trees from the base of the waterway near Evans Road in the next few weeks, assuming weather conditions
are favourable. Further plans to remove fallen and standing vegetation downstream of Evans Road to Eleven Mile
Road are also progressing, guided by the results of a hydraulic review of the influence of vegetation on flow
conveyance that is being undertaken.

Goulburn-Murray Water: board
Raised with:

Minister for Water

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

24 May 2011

REPLY:
The directors of Goulburn-Murray Water were appointed following due process including an extensive recruitment
and interview process. The new board directors bring a combination of knowledge and expertise in the water
industry, primary production, finance, risk management, governance and business.
Cr Neil Pankhurst is a farmer from Tongala and his extensive community and stakeholder networks will be crucial
in ensuring that Goulburn-Murray Water understands the customer and stakeholder issues.
The Department of Sustainability and Environment’s advice to the minister regarding board appointments is
cabinet in confidence, and protected by cabinet privilege.
As such, I do not propose to release this advice on the appointment of Goulburn-Murray Water board directors.

Water: charges
Raised with:

Minister for Water

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

25 May 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian coalition government made an election commitment to ‘phase out Melbourne’s reliance on the
north–south pipeline, using it only for critical human needs and, even then, only when there is sufficient water in
the Goulburn system’.
The north–south pipeline was opened in February 2010, however, seven months later it was switched off so that
Melbourne Water could make the most of strong inflows from the Yarra catchment. The north–south pipeline has
been turned off since this time.
Melbourne storages are currently around 59 per cent full, which is more than 20 per cent higher than the same time
last year. Sugarloaf Reservoir, however, is over 99 per cent full. This means there is nowhere in Melbourne to store
water from the north–south pipeline.
Contrary to the claims of Mr Pakula, there is no way to transfer water from Sugarloaf or Maroondah Reservoirs to
Cardinia Reservoir. Water can only leave Sugarloaf Reservoir if it is being used to satisfy customer demand in the
northern, western and central suburbs.
In addition, further increases in Melbourne storage levels are likely in the coming winter/spring filling season.
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The previous government panicked in a time of drought and have committed water users to much higher water
prices in the future by short sighted water augmentation which was too big and too expensive. The desalination
plant will cost Melbourne’s water customers $24 billion.
A lack of planning and forethought from the previous government is the reason that water consumers are paying
higher costs for water.

Water: flood level reporting
Raised with:

Minister for Water

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

26 May 2011

REPLY:
The township of Rochester experienced major flooding in January 2011. The last time Rochester flooded
extensively was in 1956, which is beyond the recall of most residents. The recent January 2011 flood was therefore
an unusual event for this community, which was reflected in the community’s poor understanding of the impacts.
I appreciate your concern with the community confusion regarding gauges and information provided to the
community on the likely flood impacts.
Flood level predictions at Rochester provided by the Bureau of Meteorology were related to a gauge located
approximately 4 kilometres downstream of Rochester township. This gauge is set to an arbitrary datum. However,
a second gauge, located within the Rochester township, is related to the Australian Height Datum (a standard height
measurement above sea level). Reporting the levels from two gauges at different locations and to different datums
appears to have led to some confusion in the community.
A universal approach to gauge datums across the state runs the risk of creating further confusion in locations where
flooding is experienced more frequently and people are often more aware of the impacts and of the implications of
different flood levels. Farmers for example, can often predict that once a local stream gauge reaches a certain
height, certain parts of their properties will be affected by flooding.
A more prudent approach is to review flood warning gauges for each location, in consultation with the local
community, and to adopt a single gauge datum. This single datum is most appropriate to build on improving
community understanding.
The Review of the 2010–11 Flood Warnings and Response Interim Report released on 30 June 2011 noted a
number of themes that have been consistently raised through community meetings. The key themes relevant to this
matter, include the lack of locally relevant informative flood advice, and general confusion regarding the
descriptive terms used in flood information.
On 2 May 2011, I announced funding of $18.419 million over four years to repair flood warning networks
damaged in the January floods, to undertake more riverine flood mapping and to develop a system to improve flood
information and flood warnings. This funding will significantly contribute to helping communities, including
Rochester, prepare for, respond to and recover from future flood events.
Included in this suite of flood programs is the development of a flood intelligence system ‘Floodzoom’. This
system will assist emergency service agencies target vulnerable properties in the future. Flood information can be
depicted on maps that show the extent of flooding, overlaid over property information (e.g. property boundaries,
street names and property street numbers), and the maps can be correlated to a nearby river gauge. Flood
information will be made available via a website.
For Rochester, funding will be made available to undertake a detailed study of the impacts of flooding for a range
of flood events including the mapping of levels of inundation across the township. This, combined with the

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
2632

COUNCIL

Thursday, 18 August 2011

development of Floodzoom, will provide for a new and better way to inform the Rochester community as to the
likely impacts of any future flood.
The Victoria State Emergency Service also works with local government and the community to develop
‘Floodsafe’ programs for towns such as Rochester to raise the awareness of flooding, what flood gauge levels mean
to individual properties and how to minimise the damage caused.
The development of ‘Floodzoom’ together with a ‘Floodsafe’ program will prevent such confusion occurring in the
future, and make a contribution to address the themes that have emerged in the Review of the 2010–11 Flood
Warnings and Response Interim Report.

Environment: Mornington Peninsula aquatic centre
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mr Scheffer

Raised on:

2 June 2011

REPLY:
As Minister for Environment and Climate Change I have power under the Coastal Management Act 1995 to issue
consent for use and development of Coastal Crown land. In deciding whether or not to give consent to an
application to use or develop coastal Crown land I must have regard to the Victorian coastal strategy and any
coastal action plan applying to the land.
In relation to an aquatic centre, I have not received any application for my consideration under the Coastal
Management Act 1995. If an application is made, it will be considered in accordance with the requirements of that
Act.

Beaumaris: bicycle path
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Ms Crozier

Raised on:

16 June 2011

REPLY:
I thank Ms Crozier for her invitation to meet and discuss the issue of the Beaumaris bicycle path extension, and I
am pleased to accept this invitation. In collaboration with her office, a date will be scheduled as soon as possible.

Port Campbell: headland site
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Ms Pennicuik

Raised on:

16 June 2011

REPLY:
Land purchases by the Department of Sustainability and Environment target strategic portions of land which
contain communities of threatened species or lands that are required for conservation purposes. No such values
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have been identified on the Southern Ocean Beach House land at Port Campbell, and the department’s purchasing
criteria have therefore not been met in this case.

Grand Strzelecki Track: native vegetation
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mr P. Davis

Raised on:

28 June 2011

REPLY:
I have recently approved the removal of very high conservation significance native vegetation associated with the
project which will allow construction of the track to proceed.
Once the offset requirements have been determined, the Department of Sustainability and Environment will work
with Grand Strzelecki Track Incorporated to identify an appropriate offset that is proportionate to the impact of the
vegetation removal.

Floods: Benjeroop
Raised with:

Minister for Water

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

29 June 2011

REPLY:
A summary of the terms of reference for the Lower Loddon irrigators recovery package task force has been
available to the public on the Department of Primary Industries (DPI) website since late May 2011. A copy of the
full terms of reference has been provided to interested parties upon request.
I made the time lines clear when I announced the package on 27 April 2011, noting that it would commence on
1 July 2011 and run to 30 June 2012.
On 1 July 2011, the task force launched the package by publishing a fact sheet on the objectives and the options
available under the package, and a map identifying the priority areas. These are available on the DPI website. The
task force also sent a letter to all 69 land-holders in the high-priority areas, inviting them to consider the options and
providing key contacts to discuss their situation.
The Benjeroop community is being kept up to date on implementation progress through the task force, community
consultative committee and regional media.

Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation: Highett site
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Ms Pennicuik

Raised on:

29 June 2011

REPLY:
The site is currently owned by the commonwealth and is, therefore, exempt from the Flora and Fauna Guarantee
Act 1988 (FFG act) and Planning & Environment Act 1987 (P&E act).
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If the site was to be purchased and reclassified as freehold land, any development proposal would need to be
assessed under the P&E act and development plans for the site would be expected to satisfy the three-step approach
(avoid, minimise and offset) as required under Victoria’s Native Vegetation Management — A Framework for
Action.
No permit is required under the FFG act to take protected flora on freehold land with the exception of some species
such as tree ferns and grass trees where they are taken for commercial purposes.
I have been informed that the critical habitat and interim conservation order (ICO) provisions of the FFG act would
be considered inappropriate in this situation as the survival of the species or ecological community present is not
reliant on this site.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 16 August 2011
Corrections: Marngoneet Correctional Centre — contraband and drug testing
130.

MR JENNINGS — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Corrections): In relation to Marngoneet Correctional Centre, since 1 December 2010:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

How many items of contraband have been seized from prisoners.
How many items of contraband have been seized from visitors.
In relation to prisoners, what items and how many instances of each item of contraband have been
detected.
In relation to visitors, what items and how many instances of each item of contraband have been
detected.
How many drug tests have been carried out on prisoners.
Of these tests, how many were selected through the following categories:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

(7)
(8)
(9)
(10)
(11)

random general;
random identified drug users;
drug-free incentive program;
reception;
targeted;
through programs; and
voluntary testing.

Of these tests, how many have been found positive.
In the case of positive tests, what illegal substances were detected.
How many cell searches for contraband have been undertaken.
For each search, how many items of contraband were seized.
How many times have dog squads been used in contraband searches at the facility.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
For the period 1 December 2010 to 31 January 2011 at the Marngoneet Correctional Centre:
(1)

There were eight items of contraband seized from prisoners.

(2)

There were two items of contraband seized from visitors.

(3)

The contraband seized from prisoners consisted of seven finds of home-made alcohol, and one tool.

(4)

The contraband seized from visitors consisted of two items of white powder.

(5)

There were 298 drug tests carried out on prisoners at the Marngoneet Correctional Centre.
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Of the 298 tests conducted at the Marngoneet Correctional Centre there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

(7)

Tuesday, 16 August 2011

67 random general drug tests conducted on prisoners;
10 drug tests conducted on prisoners who were identified drug users;
18 drug tests conducted on prisoners as part of the drug-free incentive program;
32 drug tests conducted on prisoners at the time of their reception;
171 drug tests were conducted on prisoners that were targeted to be tested;
No drug tests conducted on prisoners through programs; and
No voluntary drug tests conducted on prisoners.

Of the 298 tests conducted at the Marngoneet Correctional Centre there were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

There were two positive random general drug test results returned for prisoners;
No positive drug test results returned for prisoners who were identified drug users;
No positive drug test results returned for prisoners participating in the drug-free incentive program;
One positive drug test result returned for prisoners tested at the time of their reception at the location;
and
Seven positive drug test results for prisoners who were targeted to be tested.

(8)

The positive test results revealed the illicit use of amphetamines, opiates, benzodiazepines, cannabinoids and
buprenorphine.

(9)

There were 2239 cell searches, including cell searches, undertaken for contraband at Marngoneet Correctional
Centre.

(10) While seizures are recorded, there is currently no data available for how many items of contraband were
seized per search at the Marngoneet Correctional Centre.
(11) There is no data available for how many times canine teams have been used in contraband searches at the
Marngoneet Correctional Centre.

Police and emergency services: police — searches of children
136.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to searches of children in designated search areas under
the Control of Weapons Act 1990, since December 2009:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many searches without a warrant have been undertaken on children under section 10 of the
act.
Excluding strip searches, how many searches have been undertaken on children under section 10G
of the act.
How many strip searches have been undertaken under section 10G of the act.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1), (2) & (3)
Section 10B of the Control of Weapons Act 1990 requires that the Chief Commissioner of Police must
provide to the minister, for inclusion in the Victoria Police annual report, information detailing the number of
searches without warrant under section 10 conducted during the financial year, the number of strip searches
conducted under section 10G and the number and type of weapons and dangerous articles found.
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The above information is available in the Victoria Police annual report for the 2009–10 year, which was
tabled in the Parliament in September 2010.

Police and emergency services: police — searches of children
137.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the minister’s statement, during debate on the
Summary Offences and Control of Weapons Acts Amendment Bill 2009, that the Chief Commissioner
of Police would provide instruction to the effect that searches of children aged under 12 should not be
conducted unless there are exceptional circumstances, has the chief commissioner provided instructions
to this effect.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Victoria Police has issued an operational instruction to instruct members for the purpose of conducting searches
under the Control of Weapons Act 1990. This instruction states that no child under the age of 12 will be searched in
any capacity.

Police and emergency services: police — searches of children
138.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the minister’s statement, during debate on the
Summary Offences and Control of Weapons Acts Amendment Bill 2009, that the chief commissioner
will issue guidelines in relation to the conduct of searches of children under the age of 12, has the chief
commissioner issued these guidelines.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Victoria Police has issued an operational instruction to instruct members for the purpose of conducting searches
under the Control of Weapons Act 1990. This instruction states that no child under the age of 12 will be searched in
any capacity.

Police and emergency services: police — inquest costs
141.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to government spending on the inquest into the death of
Tyler Cassidy:
(1)

(2)

(3)
(4)

What is the projected total cost of legal representation for the four police officers involved in the
shooting, including representation at court, and all associated legal costs of court and non-court
work, from the date of the shooting to the expected date of discharge of legal services.
What is the projected total cost of legal representation for the Chief Commissioner of Victoria
Police, including representation at court, and all associated legal costs of court and non-court,
from the date of the shooting to the expected date of discharge of legal services.
What is the cost per day for attendance at the inquest of the legal team representing the four police
officers, including counsel, junior counsel and any other legal or other assistants.
What is the cost per day at the inquest for the legal team representing the Chief Commissioner of
Victoria Police, including counsel, junior counsel and any other legal or other assistants.
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What is the total projected cost for all legal advice, assistance and representation and any other
legal services performed for the four police officers and the chief commissioner from the date of
the shooting to the expected date of discharge of legal services.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1), (2), (3), (4) & (5)
It is anticipated that the total final legal cost to Victoria Police of the inquest into the death of Tyler Cassidy
will be approximately $1.3 million. Victoria Police does not specifically track as a standard process the
expenditure differentiation between the costs in facilitating individual members representation and those of
the Chief Commissioner of Police. The provision of the specific information sought by the honourable
member represents an unreasonable diversion of resources by Victoria Police.
Victoria Police’s financial arrangements with individual firms and barristers require a commercial
in-confidence consideration. Providing information that may lead to the identification of financial rates
charged by individual firms and barristers would not be appropriate.

Police and emergency services: police — Ballarat
146.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services):
(1)

(2)

In line with commitments made to increase the number of sworn Victoria Police officers in
Ballarat, has the minister instructed Victoria Police or the department to station additional police
in Ballarat.
What is the planned number of additional full-time equivalent (FTE) police to be provided to the
Ballarat police service area in the years —
(a) 2011;
(b) 2012;
(c) 2013; and
(d) 2014.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

The Baillieu government is conscious of the need for sufficient police resources across the state, and is aware
of the needs of regional Victorian communities such as Ballarat. That is why this government is committed to
making Victoria’s streets safe again by addressing state wide police shortages and restoring public safety.
Front-line police numbers will be boosted by an additional 1700 recruits, including 100 additional transit
police. It is not the role of government to ‘station’ police in any location: rather that is the task of police
command.

(2)

Victoria Police recently announced that an extra 600 police officers, including 450 new recruits and
150 existing police members who will be redeployed back to front-line duties, are being assigned to police
service areas across the state, with Ballarat to receive an additional 25 police by midyear.
The timing and size of any further increases in the number of police members assigned to Ballarat is the
responsibility of the Chief Commissioner of Police, and will take account of matter such as local
requirements resulting from the opening of new police stations.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 16 August 2011

COUNCIL

2639

Energy and resources: mining — royalties
165.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources):
(1)

In relation to the Mines (Aluminium Agreement) Act 1961, what is the total amount of royalties
received by the state for each of the past three financial years —
(a) under clause 10(1)(a) of the schedule;
(b) under clause 10(1)(b) of the schedule; and
(c) under clause 10(1)(c) of the schedule.

(2)

What royalty rates are Alcoa Australia Ltd currently charged per tonne of lignite under clause
10(1)(b) of the schedule in the Mines (Aluminium Agreement) Act 1961.
Does Alcoa Australia Ltd pay royalties in respect of the disposal of tailings under section 12A(4)
of the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990.
If the answer to question 3 is no, has an express waiver been given by any minister since the
proclamation of the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990.
On average, how many gigajoule units are produced from a tonne of lignite (Note: the Mineral
Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990 defines a gigajoule unit as a quantity of lignite
which, when mined has a net wet specific energy content of 1 gigajoule).

(3)
(4)
(5)

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The total amount of royalties collected under the Mines (Aluminium Agreement) Act 1961 for the past three
financial years is as follows:
(a)

Under clause 10(1)(a) of the schedule, being rent payments:
I.
2007–08 — $4574.26
II. 2008–09 — $4574.26
III. 2009–10 — $4574.26

(b)

Under clause 10(1)(b) of the schedule, being for royalty for brown coal used for the generation of
electricity:
I.
When coal won in the year does not exceed 101 600 tonnes:
i.
2007–08 — $0
ii. 2008–09 — $0
iii. 2009–10 — $0
II.

(c)

When coal won in the year exceeds 101 600 tonnes:
i. 2007–08 — $288 827.15
ii. 2008–09 — $266 865.44
iii. 2009–10 — $305 839.93

Under clause 10(1)(c) of the schedule, being for royalty for brown coal sold or used for another purpose
other than generation of electricity:
I.
2007–08 — $0
II. 2008–09 — $0
III. 2009–10 — $0
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The current royalty rates Alcoa Australia Ltd charged per tonne of lignite under clause 10(1)(b) of the
schedule in the Mines (Aluminium Agreement) Act 1961 converted to metric units under clause 5(b) of the
Metric Conversion (Mines (Aluminium Agreement) Act) Regulations 1974 are as follows:
(a)
(b)

When coal won in the year does not exceed 101 600 tonnes — 3.23 cents subject to consumer price
index (CPI) increases.
When coal won in the year exceeds 101 600 tonnes — 2.46 cents subject to CPI increases.

(3)

Alcoa Australia Ltd does not pay royalties in respect of the disposal of tailings under section 12A(4) of the
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990 as it is not a mining licence under this act.

(4)

There has been no express waiver given by any minister since the proclamation of the Minerals Resources
(Sustainable Development) Act 1990 as Alcoa Australia Ltd is not subject to this act.

(5)

I am advised that on average 7.8 gigajoule units are produced from a tonne of lignite.

Regional and rural development: Telstra — Ballarat jobs
216.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development): In relation to the job losses in Ballarat announced on 27 January 2011 by
Telstra:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

(6)
(7)

On what date was the minister’s office advised or made aware of these job losses.
On what date was the minister advised or made aware of these job losses.
Who advised or made the minister aware of these job losses.
Who advised or made the minister’s office aware of these job losses.
If the minister was advised or made aware of these job losses other than personally by a
representative of Telstra, did the minister, subsequent to receiving advice or information of the
losses, make personal contact with Telstra; if so, on what date did the minister make that contact.
Subsequent to receiving advice or information of the losses did the minister instruct the
department to make contact with Telstra; if so, on what date did the minister give that instruction.
Did the minister make any public comments or statements about these job losses; if so, on what
date or dates were those statements made.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is not my portfolio responsibility. The question should be addressed to the Minister for Employment and
Industrial Relations.

Regional cities: Telstra — Ballarat jobs
219.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): In relation to
the job losses in Ballarat announced on 27 January 2011 by Telstra:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On what date was the minister’s office advised or made aware of these job losses.
On what date was the minister advised or made aware of these job losses.
Who advised or made the minister aware of these job losses.
Who advised or made the minister’s office aware of these job losses.
If the minister was advised or made aware of these job losses other than personally by a
representative of Telstra, did the minister, subsequent to receiving advice or information of the
losses, make personal contact with Telstra; if so, on what date did the minister make that contact.
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Subsequent to receiving advice or information of the losses did the minister instruct the
department to make contact with Telstra; if so, on what date did the minister give that instruction.
Did the minister make any public comments or statements about these job losses; if so, on what
date or dates were those statements made.

ANSWER:
Following government consultation with Dorothy Farmer Personnel, it was confirmed that affected workers were
employed on fixed term contracts and were not being retained following the discontinuation of the Telstra contract.
The Department of Education, Employment and Workplace Relations and Centrelink delivered two information
sessions to affected staff at Dorothy Farmer Personnel in Ballarat on 10 February 2011. In support, the Victorian
government through Workforce Victoria supplied information on Back to Work, MoneyHelp and Beyond Blue
directly to Dorothy Farmer Personnel’s Human Resources Department for distribution at these sessions.

Regional and rural development: Leadership Ballarat and Western Region — funding
221.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development): In relation to the government’s commitment to provide $250 000 to
Leadership Ballarat and Western Region:
(1)

(2)
(3)
(4)

Has the minister sought, and received, advice from their department of the provision of $250 000
to Leadership Ballarat and Western Region; if so, did that advice recommend a timeline for
provision of funding, what date was recommended and did the minister accept the
recommendation.
Has the minister asked that funds be included in the 2011–12 budget by writing to the Treasurer.
Has the provision of funds for Leadership Ballarat and Western Region been included in any
budget submission made by the minister for the 2011–12 budget.
Has the minister taken any formal action to ensure the provision of funding in the 2011–12
financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The proposed Regional Leadership Fund is part of the government’s recent establishment of the Regional Growth
Fund and will provide $6 million over four years to fund the activities of the community leadership programs
(CLPs) in regional and rural Victoria. Nine (9) CLPs will be eligible for grants through the Regional Leadership
Fund, which will be available from the first of the next financial year. Leadership Ballarat and Western Region is
one of the eligible CLPS.
The election commitment will be honoured and I have written to all community leadership programs through
regional and rural Victoria advising them of that fact.

Sport and recreation: North Ballarat Football Club — funding
232.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Sport and Recreation): In
relation to the government’s commitment to provide $1m to North Ballarat Football Club, when will it
be provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Funding will be provided once the scope of works has been agreed.
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Sport and recreation: Life Saving Victoria — funding
236.

MR TARLAMIS — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Sport and Recreation): In
relation to the government’s commitment to provide $6 million to Life Saving Victoria for clubhouse
upgrades, has the minister asked that funding be included in the 2011–12 state budget by writing to
the —
(a)
(b)

Premier; and
Treasurer.

ANSWER:
Life saving is not my portfolio responsibility your question should be asked of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services.

Sport and recreation: Life Saving Victoria — funding
237.

MR TARLAMIS — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Sport and Recreation): In
relation to the government’s commitment to provide $6 million to Life Saving Victoria for clubhouse
upgrades, in which financial year(s) will funding be provided to Life Saving Victoria to upgrade
clubhouses.

ANSWER:
Life saving is not my portfolio responsibility your question should be asked of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services.

Sport and recreation: Life Saving Victoria — funding
238.

MR TARLAMIS — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Sport and Recreation): In
relation to the government’s commitment to provide $1 million to Life Saving Victoria for field-based
administrators, has the minister asked that funding be included in the 2011–12 state budget by writing to
the —
(a)
(b)

Premier; and
Treasurer.

ANSWER:
Life saving is not my portfolio responsibility your question should be asked of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services.

Sport and recreation: Life Saving Victoria — funding
239.

MR TARLAMIS — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Sport and Recreation): In
relation to the government’s commitment to provide $1 million to Life Saving Victoria for field-based
administrators, in which financial year(s) will funding be provided for field-based administrators to
support Life Saving Victoria volunteers.

ANSWER:
Life saving is not my portfolio responsibility your question should be asked of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services.
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Sport and recreation: Life Saving Victoria — funding
240.

MR TARLAMIS — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Sport and Recreation): In
relation to the government’s commitment to provide $7 million to Life Saving Victoria, has the minister
written to Life Saving Victoria to seek their input on the rollout of this funding.

ANSWER:
Life saving is not my portfolio responsibility your question should be asked of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services.

Community services: child protection — workers
248.

MR TARLAMIS — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Community Services):
What is the number of child protection workers (or full-time equivalent) currently employed by the
Department of Human Services in the —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

eastern metropolitan region;
north and west region;
southern region;
Barwon-south western region;
Gippsland region;
Grampians region;
Hume region; and
Loddon-Mallee region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data regarding the number of child protection workers employed by the Department of Human Services is publicly
available at http://intranet.dhs.vic.gov.au/news-and-events/news/spotlight/case-for-change-in-child-protection.

Premier: senior advisor
603.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): Is the Premier’s senior
advisor, Mr Don Coulson, subject to the direction of the Premier’s chief of staff, Mr Michael Kapel.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The provisions of the Public Administration Act 2004 apply to all ministerial officers, and to staff of the opposition,
as was the case under the previous government.

Premier: senior advisor
604.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): Is the Premier’s senior
advisor, Mr Don Coulson, currently a member of the Liberal Party; if not, has he ever been a member of
the Liberal Party.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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This question appears to fall outside the ambit of the standing orders of the Legislative Council.

Environment and climate change: Loddon River — environmental damage
612.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change): In relation to the environmental devastation along a 10-kilometre stretch of the Loddon River
at Baringhup West downstream from Cairn Curran Reservoir as a consequence of the release of
80 000 megalitres of water from the reservoir on 14 January 2011 combined with a record rainfall, is the
minister aware that massive environmental destruction was caused along this section of the Loddon
River.

ANSWER:
I am aware that:
(1)

There has been substantial damage to the Loddon River below the Cairn Curran Reservoir during the major
floods of January 2011.

(2)

The Baringhup Landcare Group has brought this damage to the attention of the North Central Catchment
Management Authority.

(3)

The North Central Catchment Management Authority is reviewing all flood damage across the region, and
have submitted a funding request for repair of this damage to the Natural Disaster Response and Recovery
Arrangements process.

(4)

The Victorian government is providing substantial funding to catchment management authorities to undertake
flood recovery works. Funds could be directed to repairs at this site depending on its priority relative to other
damage in the region.

(5)

The Victorian government has also provided $6.15 million to a flood employment program that will employ
farmers to repair flood damage along rivers. If the Loddon River site is assessed to be a priority for work, then
workers employed under this program could assist with repair of damage to the site.

Environment and climate change: Loddon River — environmental damage
613.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change): In relation to the environmental devastation along a 10-kilometre stretch of the Loddon River
at Baringhup West downstream from Cairn Curran Reservoir as a consequence of the release of
80 000 megalitres of water from the reservoir on 14 January 2011 combined with a record rainfall, will
the $12 million recently announced in flood relief by the government cover reparations and replanting
along this section of the Loddon River.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There has been substantial erosion damage to the Loddon River below the Cairn Curran Reservoir during the
floods of January 2011.

(2)

The North Central Catchment Management Authority (NCCMA) is reviewing all flood damage across the
region.

(3)

The Victorian government is providing substantial funding to CMAs to undertake flood recovery works
through the natural disaster response and recovery arrangements process. The NCCMA could direct funds to
repairs at this site depending on its priority relative to other damage in the region.
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The Victorian government has also provided $6.15 million to CMAs to administer a flood employment
program that will employ farmers to repair flood damage along rivers. If the Loddon River site is assessed to
be a priority for work, then workers employed under this program could also assist with repair of damage to
the site.

Environment and climate change: Loddon River — environmental damage
614.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change): In relation to the environmental devastation along a 10-kilometre stretch of the Loddon River
at Baringhup West downstream from Cairn Curran Reservoir as a consequence of the release of
80 000 megalitres of water from the reservoir on 14 January 2011 combined with a record rainfall, if the
funding does not cover environmental reparations will the minister fund the North Central Catchment
Management Authority to carry out the important work along the Loddon River.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The North Central Catchment Management Authority (NCCMA) is reviewing all flood damage across the
region. As part of this process the CMA will prioritise river sites for work.

(2)

The Victorian government is providing substantial funding to CMAs to undertake flood recovery works
through the Natural Disaster Response and Recovery Arrangements process. The NCCMA could direct funds
to repairs at this site depending on its priority relative to other damage in the region.

(3)

CMAs across Victoria also receive an annual allocation from the Victorian government to undertake river
protection and restoration works. If funds as part of the flood recovery process are directed to higher
priorities, the CMA will still have the opportunity to use this annual allocation to undertake environmental
reparations along the Loddon River.

(4)

The Victorian government has also provided $6.15 million to CMAs to administer a flood employment
program that will employ farmers to repair flood damage along rivers. If the Loddon River site is assessed to
be a priority for work, then workers employed under this program could also assist with repair of damage to
the site.

Environment and climate change: Loddon River — environmental damage
616.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change): In relation to the environmental devastation along a 10-kilometre stretch of the Loddon River
at Baringhup West downstream from Cairn Curran Reservoir as a consequence of the release of
80 000 megalitres of water from the reservoir on 14 January 2011 combined with a record rainfall, has
the minister been to Baringhup West to inspect the damage to the environment along this section of the
Loddon River.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Although the minister has yet to be able to visit the site in person, he has received information from the North
Central Catchment Management Authority advising of progress in assessing flood damage across the region.

(2)

The minister is aware of the issue and if his program allows it, he would be happy to inspect the damage and
any completed works along this section of the Loddon River.
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Treasurer: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
626.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Treasurer): On which dates between
2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the Treasurer visit any locality within the city of Ballarat, and
on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the Treasurer meet with.
Did the Treasurer make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment
made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
The Treasurer did not visit Ballarat during the relevant period.

Agriculture and food security: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
631.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Agriculture
and Food Security): On which dates between 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister visit
any locality within the city of Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I have visited numerous municipalities and communities throughout regional and country Victoria during the
specified periods and in the course of doing so I have undertaken a number of engagements relating to my portfolio
and promises made by the Liberal-Nationals coalition during the campaign leading up to the election on
27 November 2010.

Employment and industrial relations: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
639.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations: On which dates
between 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of
Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I travel throughout regional Victoria as deemed appropriate.
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Energy and resources: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
640.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources): On which dates between 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister visit any
locality within the city of Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I have visited numerous municipalities and communities throughout regional and country Victoria during the
specified periods and in the course of doing so I have undertaken a number of engagements relating to my portfolio
and promises made by the Liberal-Nationals coalition during the campaign leading up to the election on
27 November 2010.

Innovation, services and small business: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
647.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Innovation, Services and Small Business): On which dates between 2 December 2010 and 14 April
2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I travel throughout regional Victoria as deemed appropriate.

Major projects: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
649.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Major Projects): On which dates between 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister visit any
locality within the city of Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I visited the city of Ballarat on 13 January, 29 January, 22 February and 18 March in accordance with my portfolio
responsibilities.
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Manufacturing, exports and trade: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
650.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade: On which dates between
2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of Ballarat, and on
each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I travel throughout regional Victoria as deemed appropriate.

Mental health: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
651.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): On which dates
between 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of
Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I have visited numerous municipalities and communities throughout regional and country Victoria during the
specified periods and in the course of doing so, I have undertaken a number of engagements relating to my
portfolio and promises made by the Liberal-Nationals coalition during the campaigns leading up to the election on
27 November 2010.

Planning: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
653.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning: On which dates between 2 December 2010 and
14 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I have visited numerous municipalities and communities throughout regional and country Victoria during the
specified periods and in the course of doing so, I have undertaken a number of engagements relating to my
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portfolio and promises made by the Liberal-Nationals coalition during the campaigns leading up to the election on
27 November 2010.

Ports: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
655.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): On which dates
between 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of
Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I visited the city of Ballarat on 13 January, 29 January, 22 February and 18 March in accordance with my portfolio
responsibilities.

Racing: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
657.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): On which dates
between 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of
Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I visited the city of Ballarat on 13 January, 29 January, 22 February and 18 March in accordance with my portfolio
responsibilities.

Regional cities: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
658.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): On which
dates between 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of
Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.
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ANSWER:
I visited the city of Ballarat on 13 January, 29 January, 22 February and 18 March in accordance with my portfolio
responsibilities.

Regional and rural development: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
659.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development): On which dates between 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister
visit any locality within the city of Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I have visited numerous municipalities and communities throughout regional and country Victoria during the
specified periods and in the course of doing so I have made a number of announcements regarding the funding of
promises made by the Liberal-Nationals coalition.

Technology: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
662.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Technology: On which dates between 2 December 2010 and
14 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I have visited numerous municipalities and communities throughout regional and country Victoria and in the course
of doing so I have undertaken a number of engagements relating to my portfolio and promises made by the LiberalNationals coalition during the campaign leading up to the election on 27 November 2011.

Tourism and major events: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
663.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Tourism and Major Events): On which dates between 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the
minister visit any locality within the city of Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.
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ANSWER:
I travel throughout regional Victoria as deemed appropriate.

Water: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
665.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water): On
which dates between 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the
city of Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I have visited numerous municipalities and communities throughout regional and country Victoria during the
specified periods and in the course of doing so I have undertaken a number of engagements relating to my portfolio
and promises made by the Liberal-Nationals coalition during the campaign leading up to the election on
27 November 2010.

Youth affairs: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
667.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Youth Affairs): On which
dates between 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of
Ballarat, and on each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I have visited numerous municipalities and communities throughout regional and country Victoria during the
specified periods and in the course of doing so I have undertaken a number of engagements relating to my portfolio
and promises made by the Liberal-Nationals coalition during the campaign leading up to the election on
27 November 2010.

Aviation industry: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
669.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister responsible for the Aviation Industry: On which dates between
2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister visit any locality within the city of Ballarat, and on
each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
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for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I have visited numerous municipalities and communities throughout regional and country Victoria and in the course
of doing so I have undertaken a number of engagements relating to my portfolio and promises made by the LiberalNationals coalition during the campaign leading up to the election on 27 November 2011.

Public transport: buses — targets, timetables and services
678.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning for the (Minister for Public Transport):
(1)

Are bus services required to meet punctuality targets —
(a) if so, when targets are not met, are fines given; and
(b) if not, what measures are in place to ensure bus services run according to schedule.

(2)

When will bus timetables be adjusted to coordinate buses to meet trains under the proposed new
timetable.
Will additional bus services be provided to areas that are having their train services cut under the
new timetable (e.g. Altona and Seaholme).

(3)
ANSWER:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Yes, bus services are required to meet punctuality targets and Melbourne metropolitan bus companies provide a
monthly five per cent random sample of running times. The Department of Transport (DOT) also conducts random
audits of bus service punctuality.
Alterations have already been made to most bus timetables throughout Melbourne to maintain bus–train
connections under the 8 May 2011 timetable. DOT and bus operator Westrans are currently working to introduce
improvements to bus–train connections in the Werribee and Altona areas.
There has been no reduction in the number of train services operating via the Altona loop, comprising Seaholme,
Altona and Westona railway stations, as a result of the introduction of the 8 May 2011 timetable.

Gaming: Community Support Fund
679.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Gaming): In relation to the
Community Support Fund:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How much revenue did the fund receive in the 2010–11 financial year.
What are the government’s precise expenditure items for the fund in the 2011–12 financial year.
What are the government’s expenditure priorities for the fund in the 2011–12 financial year.
Will any of this money be used to fund the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation on
page 54 of budget paper 3; if so, how much of the fund will be spent on the foundation.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The administration of the Community Support Fund does not fall within the responsibilities of the Minister for
Gaming.
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Children and early childhood development: kindergartens — Barwon Heads
681.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: Has the
minister received advice from the department in relation to identifying and purchasing land for the new
Barwon Heads kindergarten; if so —
(a)
(b)

when will this land be purchased; and
when will the construction of this new kindergarten commence.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A subcommittee consisting of the school principal, school council president, parent on school council, two staff
members on school council, City of Greater Geelong officers, representatives of the Barwon Heads Kindergarten
Futures Committee and the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development is currently working on
these and related issues and will work constructively with other interested parties.

Corrections: proposed prison — business case
686.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Corrections): In relation to the development of a detailed business case for a new male prison
facility, on page 56 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

What evidence has been considered that indicates the need for a new male prison.
What are the main findings and recommendations of any reports, reviews or other evidence
considered in the decision to prepare a business case for a new facility.
What security level will the facility be.
How many beds will the facility have.
Where will the facility be located.
When will the detailed business case be finalised.
Will the business case be publicly available.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Department of Justice uses various statistical modelling tools to develop projections for the prisoner
population. Inputs include general population movements and projections and analysis of sentencing outcomes,
crime trends, existing and proposed policies.
These projections have identified the need to develop the business case for a new male prison.
Based on prisoner number projections, indications are that the prisoner population will increase and expansion in
prison capacity will be required.
The business case will consider both the size of the projected prisoner population and the current system
configuration in determining the security level of the new prison. As noted at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, it is more than likely to be a medium security prison. This will be explored as part of the business case.
The final recommendation may suggest an alternative security classification. The business case will consider a
range of options taking into account the analysis of system needs.
The location will be determined as part of the business case.
The government will make further announcements in relation to the business case in forthcoming estimates periods.
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Crime prevention: GPS and electronic monitoring
691.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Crime Prevention): In relation to the allocation of $6.8 million over five years for GPS and
electronic monitoring of offenders and suspects, on pages 54 and 124 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3,
what evidence of the effect of GPS and electronic monitoring on crime prevention was considered when
deciding to allocate this funding.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
In the 2011–12 state budget, the government allocated:
– $5 million over four years (BP3 — page 54) to enable GPS monitoring of various offenders and suspects, to
improve community safety and protection, as well as reduce the risk of re-offending; and
– $7 million over four years (BP3 — page 124) for the continuation of electronic monitoring to provide capacity
for the monitoring of serious offenders, suspects on bail, and offenders subject to community correction orders.
GPS technology is part of a package of crime prevention reforms designed to collectively build a safer Victoria,
better protect Victorian families from dangerous criminals, and restore public confidence in our justice system. It
will allow authorities to track and record the movements of serious offenders and suspects, as well as monitor their
compliance with order conditions such as curfews, and exclusion areas such as schools or parks.
Electronic monitoring allows authorities to set and monitor curfews for a wider range of offenders.
GPS and electronic monitoring will not only provide detailed information regarding offenders’ whereabouts, it will
alert authorities of any breaches, allowing appropriate and prompt response mechanisms to be deployed.

Police and emergency services: protective services officers — railway stations
694.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the 940 new protective services officers on railway
stations, costing $212 million, on page 54 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What training will these protective services officers undertake.
How long will these protective services officers spend in training.
What training will new police officers undertake that the new protective services officers will not
undertake.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1), (2) & (3)
The Justice Legislation Amendment (Protective Services Officers) Bill 2011 provides the second tranche of
legislation to deliver on the government’s election commitment to deploy 940 protective services officers
(PSOs) to the rail network to fight crime and antisocial behaviour on and around the network.
The training for PSOs to be deployed to the rail network has been expanded from the existing 9 weeks to
12 weeks to take into account the additional powers they will be able to exercise. This training will include
the same two weeks operational tactics and safety training as existing PSOs and police receive.
Victoria Police recruits currently receive 33 weeks training in a range of activities with a focus on the law and
policing procedures.
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Establishment of an anti-corruption commission: anticorruption commission — secretariat
695.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
Responsible for the Establishment of an Anti-corruption Commission): In relation to the $5 million
funding for a secretariat to prepare and establish the legislation, governance and operating frameworks
for an independent, broadbased anticorruption commission, on page 66 and 67 of 2011–12 budget paper
no. 3:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What public consultation will the secretariat undertake.
How was the $1 million allocated to the commission in the 2010–11 financial year spent.
When will the secretariat finalise its report or recommendations on the legislation, governance and
operation of an independent, broadbased anticorruption commission.
Will the secretariat’s report or recommendations be publicly available.
Will the government consult publicly on its preferred model for an independent, broadbased
anticorruption commission.
When will the legislation for an independent, broadbased anticorruption commission be
introduced into the Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The secretariat is supporting the Anti-Corruption and Integrity Consultation Panel which is conducting consultation
with a range of stakeholders on issues associated with legislation for the establishment of the commission. Contact
details for the panel are publicly available, including on the Department of Premier and Cabinet website.
The secretariat in DPC provides ongoing advice to the government on the preparation of legislation for the
establishment and governance of the anti-corruption commission. The government will introduce legislation into
Parliament in 2011.
An implementation project team in the Department of Justice (DOJ) is working on implementation issues
associated with the establishment and operation of the new commission.
The secretariat provides advice to the government on the preparation of the legislation to establish the
anticorruption commission and provides administrative support to the government’s consultation panel.
The Anti-Corruption and Integrity Consultation Panel is conducting consultation with a range of stakeholders on
issues associated with the legislation for the establishment of the commission. Contact details for the panel are
publicly available, including on the Department of Premier and Cabinet website.
Legislation will be introduced into Parliament in 2011.

Racing: jumps racing — funding
696.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): In relation to the
total funding of jumps racing, including promotion, regulation, administration and other costs:
(1)
(2)

How much in total will be allocated in the 2011–12 financial year.
How much in total was spent in the 2010–11, 2009–10, 2008–09, 2007–08 and 2006–07 financial
years.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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(1)

$500 000. This will be sourced from unclaimed wagering dividends and be used to fund a range of initiatives
including improving education and safety outcomes for jockeys, horses and other participants.

(2)

The total government spend on jumps racing for the financial years:
–
–
–
–

2010–11 – Nil
2009–10 – Nil
2008–09 – $90 319 for an upgrade to hurdles at Cranbourne Training Centre
2007–08 – Nil.

Racing: jumps racing — funding
697.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): In relation to the
$2 million allocated to the promotion of jumps racing:
(1)
(2)

Why is government funding being used to promote jumps racing.
What criteria must industry organisations, operators and other bodies meet in order to be eligible
for funding.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

The coalition government strongly supports jumps racing in Victoria. Jumps racing represents an important
part of the culture and heritage of Victorian thoroughbred racing. It also provides a livelihood for a significant
number of jockeys, trainers, stablehands and support staff as well as delivering very real economic benefits to
a number of regional Victorian communities, through increased tourism and associated benefits to local
businesses.

(2)

The coalition government has undertaken to work with Racing Victoria, the Jumps Racing Association,
relevant racing clubs and other jumps racing stakeholders to maximise the benefits and outcomes from this
investment into jumps racing. Funding guidelines are currently being finalised.

Racing: Victorian Racing Industry Fund — unclaimed wagering dividends
698.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): In relation to the
direction of unclaimed wagering dividends into the new Victorian Racing Industry Fund:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What will be the management structure of the fund.
What criteria, including but not restricted to safety standards, must be met by funding recipients.
What amount will be directed into jumps racing.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

As announced in the 2011 state budget, unclaimed wagering dividends will be returned to the racing industry
through a grants program managed by the Department of Justice (Gaming and Racing). Guidelines, including
eligibility and assessment criteria, are currently being finalised.

(2)

Funding guidelines are currently being finalised. However, I can advise that safety standards in the racing
industry are set by the relevant racing controlling body.
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The coalition government will provide $2 million from unclaimed wagering dividends over the next four
years for jumps racing for a range of initiatives including improving safety and education for jockeys, horses
and other participants.

Racing: budget papers — targets
699.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): In relation to the
2011–12 financial year target of 225 for racing matters processed (including licenses, permits, appeals,
registrations and grant applications) on page 258 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3, why will there be no
increase in 2011–12 on the expected number in 2010–11.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
2011–12 is the first year of the Victorian Racing Industry Fund (VRIF) and estimates are based on historic levels of
funding applications. The target of 225 is consistent with previous years and takes in to account the expiration of
the Living Country Racing Program (LCRP) on 30 June 2011 and the commencement of VRIF.

Racing: budget papers — targets
700.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): In relation to the
2011–12 financial year target of 29 000 regulatory services including licensing and compliance
activities on page 258 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3, why will there be fewer activities in 2011–12
than expected in 2010–11.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There has been a 3 per cent decrease in the 2011–12 financial year target for regulatory services from the 2010–11
expected outcome. This small reduction is a result of decreased demand for some licensing services primarily due
to legislative changes to the term of venue operator licences. The resources have been redirected to the transition to
the post-2012 gambling regulatory environment. The associated outputs are not included in the target for 2011–12.

Racing: jumps racing — jobs
701.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing):
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many jobs have been generated by jumps racing in Victoria in the 2010–11, 2009–10,
2008–09, 2007–08 and 2006–07 financial years, and where have these jobs been generated.
How many jobs are expected to be generated by jumps racing in Victoria in the 2011–12 financial
year, and where will these jobs be generated.
What was the value to the Victorian economy of jumps racing in the 2010–11, 2009–10, 2008–09,
2007–08 and 2006–07 financial years.
What is the expected value to the Victorian economy of jumps racing in the financial 2011–12
year.
What are the sources or evidence for the contribution of jumps racing to the economy and jobs in
Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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(1)

The most recent statistics currently available on jumps racing were prepared by IER Pty Ltd for Racing
Victoria Limited as part of the 2008 Review of Jumps Racing in Victoria by His Honour David Jones. The
report indicated that there were 2595 direct full-time, part-time and casual employees in the jumps racing
sector at that time. This represents 8.9 per cent of all thoroughbred racing employment and equates to
509 (FTE) employees or 2.7 per cent of total racing employment. The difference as expressed in percentages
is explained in the report as reflecting the higher level of part time employment in jumps racing. The report
does not specify the location of these jobs.

(2)

There is no available data on the number of jobs to be generated by jumps racing in Victoria in the 2011–12
financial year, or where they will be located.

(3)

There is no available data on the economic impact of jumps racing in the format requested. The 2008 report
into the economic value of jumps racing identified the total expenditure impact of jumps racing at $40.70m
per annum. This figure includes total expenditure by jockeys, owners, racing clubs, Racing Victoria Limited
and Australian Jumps Racing Association. It also includes off-course customer spend (travel, retail,
accommodation and fashion), Tabcorp net wagering revenue retained profit and state government wagering
taxes.

(4)

There is no available data on the economic impact of jumps racing to the Victorian economy in the 2011–12
financial year.

(5)

The available data has been sourced from the November 2008 report, Review of Jumps Racing in Victoria by
His Honour David Jones, commissioned by Racing Victoria Limited. The report includes a submission
compiled by IER on the Economic Value of Jumps Racing in Victoria.

Racing: jumps racing — unclaimed wagering dividends and on-course wagering taxes
702.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing):
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What have been the amounts in unclaimed wagering dividends from jumps racing in the 2010–11,
2009–10, 2008–09, 2007–08 and 2006–07 financial years.
What amount in unclaimed wagering dividends from jumps racing is expected in the 2011–12
financial year.
What have been the amounts of on-course wagering taxes from jumps racing in the 2010–11,
2009–10, 2008–09, 2007–08 and 2006–07 financial years.
What is the expected amount of on-course wagering taxes from jumps racing in the 2011–12
financial year.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) & (2)
The government does not hold data on the amount of unclaimed wagering dividends from jumps racing.
(3) & (4)
The government does not hold data on the amount of on-course wagering taxes from jumps racing.

Arts: Victorian College of the Arts — funding
706.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Arts): In relation to the
funding allocated to the Victorian College of the Arts (VCA), 2011–12 budget paper no. 3, on pages 66
and 72:
(1)

How much funding is being allocated to the VCA Foundation.
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What institution will be the actual recipient of the support funding for the VCA and what is the
breakdown of that funding.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As stated on Page 66 of budget paper no. 3 for the 2011–12 state budget, $6 million per year for four years has been
allocated for the support of the Victorian College of the Arts. These funds will be paid into a Faculty of the VCA
and Music project account according to an agreement between the University of Melbourne and the state of
Victoria.
$2 million has been allocated to the VCA Foundation from the $6 million available for 2011–12.

Arts: Victorian College of the Arts — administration and rental fees
707.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Arts): In relation to the large
administration and rental fees the Victorian College of the Arts (VCA) is being charged by the
University of Melbourne ($13.2 million in 2010):
(1)
(2)

How are these fees being calculated.
Will the funding being allocated to the VCA be utilised by the University of Melbourne to cover
these administration and rental fees.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The administration and rental fees charged by the University of Melbourne are calculated according to a
standard formula.

(2)

The $6 million per year for four years allocated by the 2011 state budget to the Faculty of the VCA and
Music will used for arts programs, infrastructure requirements, and regional training, graduate opera and
music theatre initiatives. We expect a small component of the $6 million per annum will be made available to
subsidise rental costs for small arts organisations on the VCA campus.

Arts: Victorian College of the Arts — land-holdings and buildings
708.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Arts): In relation to the
continuing lack of clarity regarding ownership of the various land and buildings on St Kilda Road
Victorian College of the Arts (VCA) campus, what is the breakdown of ownership of the various
land-holdings and buildings on the VCA campus.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Although there may be policy and management complexities related to the Crown land occupied by the Victorian
College of the Arts (VCA), and other land in the immediate area, there is no lack of clarity or understanding
regarding its current ownership.
In short, except for the land occupied by the Melbourne Theatre Company (MTC), the state owns all the land
bounded by St Kilda Road, Sturt Street, Southbank Boulevard and Grant Street. The VCA occupies most of this
land, except for three areas: the Melbourne Recital Centre (MRC); the Victoria Police stables; and undeveloped
land on Sturt Street provisionally set aside for a car parking development.
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Landata, a publicly accessible database run by the Department of Sustainability and Environment, could provide
the information you seek about the specific breakdown of the land-holdings occupied by the VCA.

Attorney-General: Victorian Law Reform Commission — supporting young people in police
interviews report
709.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Attorney-General): In relation to the Victorian Law Reform Commission’s Final Report on Supporting
Young People in Police Interviews delivered to the Attorney-General on 17 December 2010:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What were the main findings and recommendations of the report.
Will the report be publicly available.
Will the report be tabled in the Parliament.
Will the Attorney-General respond to the findings and recommendations of the report.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Law Reform Commission (VLRC) review Supporting Young People in Police Interviews was
undertaken as a community reference.
The report will be released by the VLRC imminently and will be available on the VLRC’s website.
The government will give careful consideration to the VLRC’s recommendations.

Education: non-government schools — funding
712.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to budget paper no. 3, on page 22, ‘Fairer funding for non-government schools’
initiative which states in part, ‘25 per cent of the recurrent average cost of educating a student in a
Victorian government school’:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the recurrent average cost on which the funding was based and how was it calculated.
Was a separate figure was calculated for different stages of schooling; if so, what is the cost for
each stage (e.g. early years, prep–4 etc).
Does the recurrent average cost include any of the following costs: payroll tax payments;
employer superannuation contributions and super guarantee payments; WorkCover premiums;
periodic service payments made under the Partnerships Victoria in Schools Project; school
maintenance costs; and any administrative surcharges or overheads.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The recurrent average cost used in the calculation was based on a pool of funds provided to government schools
which included costs that were directly applicable to both government and non-government sectors such as teacher
salaries and school operating costs:
– but excluded costs that were either not directly applicable to the non-government school sector such as head
office costs and regional administration costs; or
– were already being provided to the non-government schools sector for example the Education Maintenance
Allowance, the School Start Bonus and the Conveyance Allowance.
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The funding provided to government schools includes stages of schooling relativities.
The recurrent average cost includes employer superannuation contributions and super guarantee payments,
WorkCover premiums, school maintenance costs and any administrative surcharges or overheads but excludes
payroll tax and periodic service payments made under the Partnerships Victoria in Schools Project.

Education: schools — maintenance audit
713.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to 2011–12 budget paper no. 3, on page 23, ‘Full Maintenance Audit’:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Has the minister set a completion date for the audit; if so, what is it.
Will the minister take the findings of the audit into account in setting priorities for future school
capital works.
What transparency measures will the minister be taking to ensure the anticipated backlog of
school maintenance is addressed in a timely manner.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The government is committed to conducting a complete audit of the maintenance needs of Victorian government
schools early in its term. The department is working through the administrative details to ensure this commitment is
met.
A range of factors including the condition of buildings, student enrolments and educational needs will be used to
assist the government in setting priorities for future school capital works.
The audit will assess the condition of all government schools. Once this audit is complete the government will be
able to prioritise works across Victoria and work with schools to address them in a timely fashion. All information
will be available to schools through an online system.

Education: teachers — remuneration
715.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to 2011–12 budget paper no. 1, on page 3, Treasurer’s speech, which states in
part, ‘the importance of the government’s public sector wages policy, stating that wage rises should be
2.5 per cent unless accompanied by productivity gains’, does the minister still plan to improve the
wages of state school teachers in Victoria relative to the highest paid teachers in other states at some
stage during the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This matter does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Energy and resources: mining — leases
719.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources): How much revenue is the state expected to obtain over the forward estimates by extending
the lease under the Mines (Aluminium Agreement) Act 1961.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Negotiations are still underway between the government and Alcoa regarding the terms of the extension of the
mine lease and therefore at this stage I am not able to provide detail of the final agreement.

Energy and resources: energy technology innovation strategy — milestones
720.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources): In relation to page 298 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3, which shows that 100 per cent of
milestones in line with grant agreements for energy technology innovation strategy sustainable energy
programs are to be met in the 2010–11 financial year and are expected to be met in 2011–12, what are
the precise milestones that have been met in the 2010–11 financial year and are likely to be met next
financial year for each of these projects.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
These milestones form part of funding agreements between the state of Victoria and industry recipients and as such
are commercial-in-confidence. The release of this information would jeopardise the ability of the state to negotiate
such agreements in the future.

Energy and resources: energy technology innovation strategy — milestones
721.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources): In relation to page 298 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3, which shows that 51 per cent of
milestones in line with grant agreements for energy technology innovation strategy large-scale
demonstration projects were met in the 2009–10 financial year:
(1)
(2)

What were the precise milestones that were met and what are the precise milestones that were not
met for each of these projects.
What are the precise milestones that are to be met in the 2010–11 financial year and are expected
to be met next financial year for each of these projects.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
These milestones form part of funding agreements between the state of Victoria and industry recipients and as such
are commercial-in-confidence. The release of this information would jeopardise the ability of the state to negotiate
such agreements in the future.

Energy and resources: carbon capture and storage demonstration program — milestones
722.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources): In relation to page 298 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3, which shows that 100 per cent of
milestones in line with grant agreements for large-scale carbon capture and storage demonstration
program are to be met in the 2010–11 financial year and are expected to be met in 2011–12, what are
the precise milestones that have been met in the 2010–11 financial year and are likely to be met next
financial year for each of these projects.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
With regard to the milestones referred to on page 298 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3, these milestones form part of
funding agreements between the state of Victoria and industry recipients and as such are
commercial-in-confidence. The release of this information would jeopardise the ability of the state to negotiate
such agreements in the future.

Energy and resources: CarbonNet project
723.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources): In relation to page 298 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3, what are the precise conditions or
milestones attached to the $20 million from the federal government to be spent in the 2011–12 financial
year on the CarbonNet project.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No such information is included in the 2011–12 budget paper no. 3.

Energy and resources: large-scale energy users — demand management
724.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources): Does the election commitment for large industrial energy users to sign up for demand
management have a budgetary cost; if so —
(a)
(b)

has this been accounted for in the budget; and
what is its estimated cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The government’s commitment is to work with regulators and industry to establish an incentive-based scheme for
large-scale energy users to voluntarily reduce usage at key times to support the maintenance of supply.
This work is being undertaken by the Department of Primary Industries as part of ongoing policy development and
engagement. The department does not formally estimate the cost of this policy development and engagement as it
does not undertake costing by detailed activity. There are a number of staff undertaking work which supports this
and other policy commitments and issues.

Energy and resources: electricity — stand-by generation
725.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources): Does the election commitment for large electricity customers with stand-by generation to
provide electricity into the grid (when not required by the customer) have a budgetary cost; if so —
(a)
(b)

has this been accounted for in the budget; and
what is its estimated cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The government is assessing options for improving the efficient deployment of stand-by generators in the
electricity grid under the regulatory arrangements governing the supply of electricity in the national electricity
market.
This work is being undertaken by the Department of Primary Industries as part of ongoing policy development and
engagement. The department does not formally estimate the cost of this policy development and engagement as it
does not undertake costing by detailed activity. There are a number of staff undertaking work which supports this
and other policy commitments and issues.

Energy and resources: low-emissions technology program — funding
726.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources): In relation to the budget commitment of $41 million for the low-emissions technology
program, on page 73 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3, has funding been pulled forward or pushed back
between financial years compared to the previous government’s budgetary commitments.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The $41 million low-emissions technology program was an election commitment for new funding by the coalition
government. As the previous Labor government had no such budgetary commitment there has been no change.

Local government: street lights — replacement
727.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government): In relation
to the government’s Green Light plan:
(1)

(2)
(3)

Of the street lights that are the responsibility of local councils, what percentage of all current
80-watt mercury vapour street lamps are expected to be replaced through the $20 million grant
and what percentage will remain.
How is each year’s $5 million to be allocated.
Will ongoing funding be provided beyond the 2014–15 financial year for the outstanding 80-watt
mercury vapour street lamps not replaced.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The government has committed $20 million over four years to fund energy efficient upgrades to public street
lighting. The announcement included a commitment to seek matched funding from the commonwealth
government. Further non-state contributions may also be sought as part of the funding model, therefore there
are a number of variables to account for before the total benefit of this fund can be quantified.

(2)

To ensure the efficient delivery of this program, the government will examine if councils face any regulatory
barriers to pursuing reduced emissions and associated costs in this area. Given the complex regulatory
environment that prevails for public lighting in Victoria, and the need to strike the right balance between
maximising greenhouse gas emissions reductions and supporting local councils with the high capital cost of
changing over to more efficient technology, there are still a number of policy issues to be worked through
before the announcement of the funding distribution model.

(3)

As mentioned, there are a number of regulatory issues that will be examined as part of the delivery of this
program. The objective of this review is to minimise the ongoing costs and regulatory impediments faced by
local governments who wish to undertake energy efficient changeovers of mercury vapour street lights
beyond the life of this fund.
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Environment and climate change: Community Green Fund — grants program
730.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change): In relation to the budget commitment of $20 million for the Community Green Fund grants
program:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What are the eligibility requirements to receive funding under this scheme.
Will this scheme assist management on both public and private land.
How will this program interact with the responsibilities and administrative duties of catchment
management authorities.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The department is presently finalising these requirements. The intent is to support community based and
voluntary organisations working to deliver on-ground initiatives that will enhance the environment.

(2)

The scheme will assist environmental management on both public and private land where there are clear
public benefits.

(3)

The program will not duplicate the function of CMAs but provide an opportunity for community and
voluntary groups to receive direct funding for on-ground environmental works that are unable to be funded
through existing grant programs.

Environment and climate change: Green Ticks for Green Businesses
732.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change): In relation to the budget commitment of $5 million for the ‘Green Ticks for Green Businesses’
on page 76 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Who will be the independent accreditor under this program.
Is the entire $5 million to be spent by the accreditor; if not, how else will this money be spent.
How will the best practice standard be developed.
How will certified businesses be continually audited if funding ceases at the end of the 2012-13
financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Businesses participating in the program scheme will be independently certified against the accreditation
standard. The formulation of the program, including the accreditation standard and certification model, is
currently under development.

(2)

Investment in the Backing Green Business Plan will support the establishment of the accreditation program
which will include the delivery of accreditation to businesses.

(3)

The accreditation standard for the Backing Green Business Plan will be developed in consultation with
relevant stakeholders including associations, businesses, government and environment groups.

(4)

The funding to 2012–13 supports the establishment of the business sustainability accreditation program under
the Backing Green Business Plan.
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Treasurer: protective services officers — railway stations
738.

MR BARBER — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Treasurer): In relation to the government’s
policy to put armed guards on every train station in Melbourne after dark, what factors are responsible
for the upwards revision from $181 million to $212 million.

ANSWER:
The major factor in establishing the total cost of protective services officers on every train station in Melbourne and
major regional areas relates to salaries, training and equipment costs.
The upward revision relates to the government’s decision to accelerate the delivery date of the initiative from June
2015 to November 2014. Accordingly, the adjusted phasings of protective services officers meant that the costs of
the initiative were incurred earlier (and the earlier the costs are incurred, the greater the cost over the duration of the
delivery period) than had previously been costed.

Treasurer: budget — concessions
739.

MR BARBER — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Treasurer): In relation to Table 5.5,
‘concessions by category’ on page 182 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 5:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of households for each type of claimed concession in the 2010–11 financial
year.
What is the estimated number of households for each type of concession claimed in the 2011–12
and 2012–13 financial years.
Which concession categories result in revenue foregone and which concession categories require
payments to service providers.

ANSWER:
(1)

The data for the 2010–11 financial year will be published in the 2010–11 concessions annual report which
will be available later in 2011.

(2)

The number of households receiving each type of concession claimed in the 2011–12 and 2012-13 financial
years will depend on a complex range of factors which influence the long-term trend in numbers of
concession cardholders in Victoria, including changes to commonwealth government income security policy,
the ageing of the population, the increasing number of self funded retirees and the rate of unemployment and
changes in economic activity. The state government makes provision for future expenditure based on an
estimated uptake of concessions. These estimates are then reconciled based on actual usage.

(3)

Concession categories are summarised below:
Electricity — winter energy
Electricity — various
Mains gas
Municipal rates
Water and sewerage
Ambulance
Primary health — dental
Primary health — community health
Education
Hardship schemes
Social and community services

Direct funding by state government
Direct funding by state government
Direct funding by state government
Direct funding by state government
Direct funding by state government
Direct funding by state government
Direct funding by state government
Direct funding by state government
Direct funding by state government
Direct funding by state government
Direct funding by state government
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Direct funding by state government
Foregone revenue
Foregone revenue
Foregone revenue

Treasurer: State Electricity Commission of Victoria — dividends and expenditure
740.

MR BARBER — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Treasurer):
(1)
(2)

How much has the State Electricity Commission of Victoria paid in dividends over the 2008–09,
2009–10 and 2010–11 financial years.
What was the State Electricity Commission of Victoria’s expenditure for the 2010–11 financial
year on the energy supply contracts with Alcoa Ltd.

ANSWER:
(1)

No dividends paid in 2008–09 and 2009–10. The 2010–11 financial year is not yet complete.

(2)

The 2010–11 financial year is not yet complete.

Public transport: trams — stop upgrades
742.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the state government’s $20 million funding for Disability Discrimination Act 1992 compliant access
to public transport on page 144 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3:
(1)
(2)

How many tram stop upgrades will be implemented in each financial year of the forward
estimates.
How many tram stops will still be non-compliant with the Disability Discrimination Act 1992 by
the end of the 2014–15 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The estimates for tram stop upgrades are available on page 339 of budget paper no. 3.
Further information about accessible tram stops is available at:
http://www.metlinkmelbourne.com.au/accessible-transport/accessible-trams/

Public transport: trams — procurement and supporting infrastructure
744.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to page 104 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 4, which states that $804 456 is dedicated to ‘tram
procurement and supporting infrastructure (metro various)’:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many trams will be purchased.
What is the estimated timing of delivery for each tram.
What are the items included in ‘supporting infrastructure’ and what are the related costs of each.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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(1)

50 trams have been ordered under the contract with Bombardier Transportation Pty Ltd. This contract also
contains options for a further 100 trams.

(2)

The first of the trams is due to be delivered at the end of 2012. The first five trams will be run on the network
over a six-month period during 2013 to ensure reliability. Once reliability has been successfully achieved,
subsequent trams will be delivered at a rate of ten per annum with the last tram delivered in early 2018.

(3)

Indicative budget allocations for supporting infrastructure are estimated at $352.5 million. This includes the
building of termini and level access stops to provide safe and quick boarding to the new fleet, traction power
upgrades and depot works to maintain and stable the new fleet.

Public transport: buses — NightRider service
745.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the 2011–12 state budget:
(1)
(2)

What is the total amount allocated to funding the NightRider service in each financial year from
2011–12 to 2014–15.
Are any new or extended NightRider routes budgeted for.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

NightRider budget allocation is as follows:
2011–12
2012–13
2013–14

2014–15

$4.697 million
$4.779 million
$1.600 million (July to Oct)
$3.264 million (Nov to June)
$4.864 million (Total)
$5.078 million

Please note that NightRider contracts end in October 2013. Budgets after this date are estimated.
(2)

The Department of Transport constantly monitors and reviews the NightRider bus network to ensure that the
service level meets demand. At this time, no new NightRider services have been included in the budget.

Public transport: rail — South Morang–Mernda extension
750.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): Are any
funds provided in the 2010–11 state budget for a feasibility study into an extension of the South Morang
train line to Mernda.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised the answer is:
No.
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Public transport: tram and bus priority program
753.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to page 46 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 4, which shows $36 200 dedicated to ‘Tram and Bus Priority
Program (metro various)’, what are each of the routes in which these works will be undertaken.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Information on tram and bus priority works can be found at:
http://www.vicroads.vic.gov.au/Home/Moreinfoandservices/PublicTransport/
Further announcements about tram and bus priority works will be made in 2011–12.

Housing: property disposal
759.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Housing: In relation to the 2011–12 state budget, for each
Office of Housing region, how many public housing units/sites will be disposed of in each of the
2011–12 and 2012–13 financial years.

ANSWER:
I can advise that:
During the 2011–12 financial year, 570 properties are projected for disposal, compared to 1200 in 2010–11 (as at
31 May 2011).
Disposal figures vary from year to year subject to operational management of the housing portfolio stock.
Due to client requirements, it is not possible to specify a breakdown by region for 2011–12.
The forecasts for 2012–13 will be delivered as part of the 2012–13 budget.

Agriculture and food security: waterbirds — responsibility
767.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security):
(1)

(2)

Will responsibility for waterbirds be transferred from the Department of Sustainability and
Environment to the Department of Primary Industries; if so, what duties and tasks will DPI be
responsible for and when is this transfer likely to happen.
What is the rationale behind the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security now assuming
responsibility for section 5 and parts 3, 5 and divisions 1 and 2 of Part 6 of the Flora and Fauna
Guarantee Act 1988 under the general order.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Section 5, parts 3 and 5 and divisions 1 and 2 of part 6 of the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1998 are
administered jointly by the minister for Agriculture and Food Security and the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change. Joint administration allows for joint decision-making by both ministers involved in this important
area of government activity, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the act.
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Agriculture and food security: aerial baiting — wild dogs and dingoes
768.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security): In relation to the government’s intention to commence aerial baiting of
wild dogs and the ecological function of dingoes:
(1)
(2)

Has the minister undertaken a comprehensive review of recent research that concludes that
dingoes function ecologically to reduce the activity or abundance of mesopredators such as foxes.
Has the minister conducted research to determine the population density at which dingoes become
ecologically effective in terms of their impact on mesopredators; if not, will the minister conduct
such research.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The issue of mesopredator release is complex and the scientific literature is divided on whether dingoes
suppress populations of introduced mesopredators such as foxes and feral cats. The most recent published
paper on this issue reviewed 20 previous studies and concluded that there is currently inconclusive evidence
for invasive mesopredator release in Australia.

(2)

Of the studies that have been undertaken in Australia, the scientific literature is divided on whether dingoes
suppress populations of introduced mesopredators such as foxes and feral cats. Wildlife monitoring will be
undertaken as part of the aerial baiting program. Any information obtained through monitoring will be used to
inform an adaptive wild dog management program.

Education: Western Autistic School — future
769.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education):
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

Is the minister aware that the Western Autism School is an early learning centre.
Is the minister aware that the principal of the Western Autism School does not want to expand the
school to one that is P–12.
Will the outcomes and recommendations of the autism education provisions review for western
Melbourne alter the end use of the $4 million for the capital works at the Western Autism School
in the 2011–12 state budget.
Is the minister investigating the option of an autism inclusion program in existing schools.
In the 2011–12 state budget, what was the funding per autism student in the —
(a) western region;
(b) northern region;
(c) eastern region; and
(d) south eastern region.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

The Western Autistic School operates a short-term intensive program for 250 early years primary students
across two sites – Niddrie and Laverton.

(2)

The Western Autistic School already offers limited places in specialist programs for upper primary and
secondary students.
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(3)

The government has committed $4m to Western Autistic School as part of its statewide capital works
program.

(4)

In addition, the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development has already provided funding to
this year implement two autism inclusion programs in Western Metropolitan Region at Williamstown North
Primary School and Debney Park Secondary College.

(5)

In regard to targeted funding for students with autism across all regions, such funding depends on eligibility
under the program for students with disabilities. Based on eligibility and a student’s educational needs
funding under the autism category may range from $5894 to $44 991 per student.

Premier: Aboriginals — traditional owner acknowledgement
770.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): In relation to the Premier’s
announcement that the government has moved away from an expectation that Members of Parliament
will formally acknowledge the traditional owners of land at official events:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Did the Premier consult with the indigenous community before making the announcement.
Does the Premier acknowledge that leaders of the Victorian Aboriginal community have taken
deep offence and have stated that they are profoundly distressed by his announcement.
How is the decision to downplay the acknowledgment of traditional Aboriginal landowners
consistent with the coalition’s commitment to promoting and educating indigenous and
non-indigenous Victorians about Australia’s shared history and the importance of indigenous
culture and respect.

ANSWER:
I am advised that–
The Premier comprehensively dealt with this matter in the response to the matter raised on the adjournment by
Mr Scheffer, which was tabled in the Legislative Council on 15 June 2011.

Education: school buses — Moriac
771.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Moriac, can the minister guarantee that these services
will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Alvie
772.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Alvie, can the minister guarantee that these services
will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Mount Duneed
773.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Mount Duneed, can the minister guarantee that these
services will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Cavendish
774.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Cavendish, can the minister guarantee that these
services will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Winchelsea
775.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Winchelsea, can the minister guarantee that these
services will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.
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Education: school buses — Coleraine
776.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Coleraine, can the minister guarantee that these services
will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Colac
777.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Colac, can the minister guarantee that these services
will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Forrest
778.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Forrest, can the minister guarantee that these services
will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Horsham
779.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Horsham, can the minister guarantee that these services
will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Clunes
780.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Clunes, can the minister guarantee that these services
will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Maroona
781.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Maroona, can the minister guarantee that these services
will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Stawell
782.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Stawell, can the minister guarantee that these services
will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.
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Education: school buses — Nhill
783.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Nhill, can the minister guarantee that these services will
not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Kaniva
784.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Kaniva, can the minister guarantee that these services
will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Apsley Primary School
785.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services to Apsley Primary School, can the minister guarantee that
these services will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus
routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Rokewood Primary School
786.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services to Rokewood Primary School, can the minister guarantee
that these services will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school
bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Lake Bolac
787.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Lake Bolac, can the minister guarantee that these
services will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Education: school buses — Edenhope
788.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to school bus services in Edenhope, can the minister guarantee that these
services will not be cut or reduced as a result of the Baillieu government’s review of school bus routes.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Transport routinely reviews all free school bus services within Victoria to ensure they are
meeting demand and are operating in accordance with the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development guidelines. Where it is identified that a service or network of services can be better utilised, changes
can be made to ensure that these resources are well aligned to demand from eligible travellers.

Roads: Sneydes Road–Princes Highway, Werribee — review
790.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): In relation to the
intersection of Sneydes Road and Princes Highway, Werribee:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)

Have safety concerns for road users or pedestrians on this intersection been raised with VicRoads
or the Minister; if so, when.
Will a review of the intersection, particularly in relation to the positioning of speed limit zones to
improve use and safety at the intersection occur; if so, when.
Will improvements to pedestrian safety at the intersection, particularly in relation to crossing
Princes Highway and walking traffic along Sneydes Road be undertaken; if so, what
improvements.
What are the traffic figures for Sneydes Road and Princes Highway at or near the intersection over
the past 10 years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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(1)

VicRoads has received feedback from some motorists who have experienced difficulty turning right into and
out of Sneydes Road.

(2)

VicRoads undertook a review of safety and operation in the vicinity of the intersection in August 2009.
A review of the speed limit for the Princes Highway between Princes Court and Derrimut Road, including the
Sneydes Road intersection, was undertaken in July and September 2010. Both reviews concluded that
80 km/h is the appropriate speed limit on this section of Princes Highway and is consistent with the speed
limit on other similar roads across the network.
In late 2010, Wyndham City Council reduced the speed limit on Sneydes Road, from 80 km/h to 60 km/h
between the intersection of the Princes Highway to approximately 370 metres south of the intersection.

(3)

Wyndham City Council is responsible for the provision of footpaths at this location. VicRoads is aware that
the Council has commenced construction of a 2.4 m wide shared path providing walking/cycling provisions
to the main employment area on Sneydes Road (CSIRO). The council also proposes to undertake a review of
possible pedestrian treatments on the Princes Highway between Derrimut Road and Cherry Street and the
Sneydes Road intersection will be considered as part of this review.

(4)

Average daily traffic volumes are summarised below.

Location
Princes Highway west of
Sneydes Road
Sneydes Road south of
Princes Highway

2010
35 500

2009
35 000

2008
32 500

Year
2007
31 500

4300

3900

3400

3200

2006
30 900
1100

2005
31 500
Not
Available

2004
31 600
Not
Available

Police and emergency services: ambulance services — heroin overdoses
792.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services):
(1)
(2)

How many ambulance call-outs have there been for non-fatal heroin overdoses in the city of Yarra
local government area, each year, for the past five years.
How many of these call-outs resulted in the person attending hospital.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) & (2)
Issues regarding ambulance services fall outside the scope of my portfolio and are a matter for the Minister
for Health.

Technology: women on boards, councils and committees
805.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Technology: In relation to each department, agency or
authority within the minister’s administration, how many women hold positions on boards, councils or
committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships to each Board to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Aviation industry: women on boards, councils and committees
806.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister responsible for the Aviation Industry: In relation to each
department, agency or authority within the minister’s administration, how many women hold positions
on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships to each Board to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Health: women on boards, councils and committees
812.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): In relation to
each department, agency or authority within the minister’s administration, how many women hold
positions on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Community services: women on boards, councils and committees
813.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Community Services): In
relation to each department, agency or authority within the minister’s administration, how many women
hold positions on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)

names of each female member;
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qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Women’s affairs: women on boards, councils and committees
814.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): In relation
to each department, agency or authority within the minister’s administration, how many women hold
positions on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Youth affairs: women on boards, councils and committees
815.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Youth Affairs): In relation to
each department, agency or authority within the minister’s administration, how many women hold
positions on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.
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Housing: women on boards, councils and committees
816.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Housing: In relation to each department, agency or
authority within the minister’s administration, how many women hold positions on boards, councils or
committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Employment and industrial relations: women on boards, councils and committees
817.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Attorney-General): In relation to each Department, Agency or Authority within the Attorney-General’s
administration, how many women hold positions on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to
each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.
Note that data found on the above website does not include a number of board members whose names remain
unpublished due to privacy reasons, for example some judicial appointments.

Gaming: women on boards, councils and committees
820.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Gaming): In relation to each
department, agency or authority within the minister’s administration, how many women hold positions
on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.
Note that data found on the above website does not include a number of board members whose names remain
unpublished due to privacy reasons, for example some judicial appointments.

Consumer affairs: women on boards, councils and committees
821.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency or authority within the minister’s administration, how many women
hold positions on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.
Note that data found on the above website does not include a number of board members whose names remain
unpublished due to privacy reasons, for example some judicial appointments.

Racing: women on boards, councils and committees
822.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): In relation to each
department, agency or authority within the minister’s administration, how many women hold positions
on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.
Note that data found on the above website does not include a number of board members whose names remain
unpublished due to privacy reasons, for example some judicial appointments.
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Corrections: women on boards, councils and committees
823.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Corrections): In relation to each department, agency or authority within the minister’s administration,
how many women hold positions on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are
the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.
Note that data found on the above website does not include a number of board members whose names remain
unpublished due to privacy reasons, for example some judicial appointments.

Crime prevention: women on boards, councils and committees
824.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Crime Prevention): In relation to each department, agency or authority within the minister’s
administration, how many women hold positions on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to
each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.
Note that data found on the above website does not include a number of board members whose names remain
unpublished due to privacy reasons, for example some judicial appointments.

Establishment of an anti-corruption commission: women on boards, councils and committees
825.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
responsible for the Establishment of an Anti-Corruption Commission): In relation to each department,
agency or authority within the minister’s administration, how many women hold positions on boards,
councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
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the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.
Note that data found on the above website does not include a number of board members whose names remain
unpublished due to privacy reasons, for example some judicial appointments.

Planning: women on boards, councils and committees
826.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning: In relation to each department, agency or
authority within the minister’s administration, how many women hold positions on boards, councils or
committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships to each Board to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Arts: women on boards, councils and committees
834.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Arts): In relation to each
department, agency or authority within the minister’s administration, how many women hold positions
on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.
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Multicultural affairs and citizenship: women on boards, councils and committees
835.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship): In relation to each department, agency or authority within the minister’s administration,
how many women hold positions on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are
the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. The website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each Board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Agriculture and food security: women on boards, councils and committees
836.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security): In relation to each department, agency or authority within the
minister’s administration, how many women hold positions on boards, councils or committees, and in
relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Energy and resources: women on boards, councils and committees
837.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy
and Resources): In relation to each department, agency or authority within the minister’s administration,
how many women hold positions on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are
the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Ports: women on boards, councils and committees
842.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): In relation to each
department, agency or authority within the minister’s administration, how many women hold positions
on boards, councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships to each board to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Treasurer: women on boards, councils and committees
843.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Treasurer): In relation to each Department,
Agency or Authority within the Treasurer’s administration, how many women hold positions on boards,
councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. The website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Assistant Treasurer: women on boards, councils and committees
844.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Assistant Treasurer: In relation to each Department, Agency or
Authority within the Assistant Treasurer’s administration, how many women hold positions on boards,
councils or committees, and in relation to each, what are the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

names of each female member;
qualifications of each female member; and
the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Services Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities,
including memberships of each board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Police and emergency services: youth referral and independent persons program — funding
847.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the youth referral and independent persons program
which has no guaranteed funding after 30 June 2011:
(1)
(2)

Why has the government discontinued funding the program.
How will the government continue to ensure that persons who are under 18 years of age and in
need, are accompanied by independent persons during police interviews, as required by section
464E of the Crimes Act 1958, and that these independent persons are appropriately trained and
respond in a timely way to police call-outs across Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

The coalition government has not discontinued funding for the youth referral and independent persons
program.

(2)

I advise that the Department of Justice will fund the youth referral and independent persons program for
2011–12 internally. Ongoing funding allocations will be sought as part of the budget process in early 2012.

Public transport: east–west cycle route — study
854.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the east–west cycle route, identified by the City of Booroondara as a priority route that would utilise
the Box Hill railway easement:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Has the study into this cycle route commenced.
When will the study into this cycle route be completed.
What is the budget —
(a) allocated for the study; and
(b) allocated, if any, for capital works.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
A review is currently underway into the principal bicycle network with input from the City of Boroondara.
VicRoads expect to complete the review later this year.
Further information on the review of the principal bicycle network is available at:
http://www.vicroads.vic.gov.au/Home/Moreinfoandservices/Bicycles/

Environment and climate change: Alpine Resorts Co-ordinating Council — annual report
877.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will you table the Alpine Resorts
Co-ordinating Council annual report for 2010–11 in Parliament.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Arts: Australian Centre for the Moving Image — annual report
878.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will you table the Australian Centre for the Moving Image annual
report for 2010–11 in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Barwon Regional Waste Management Group — annual report
880.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Barwon Regional Waste
Management Group annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Calder Regional Waste Management Group — annual report
881.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Calder Regional Waste
Management Group annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Central Murray Regional Waste Management Group — annual
report
883.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Central Murray Regional Waste
Management Group annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.
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Environment and climate change: commissioner for environmental sustainability — annual report
885.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Commissioner for
Environmental Sustainability annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Police and emergency services: commissioner for law enforcement data security — annual report
886.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the
Commissioner for Law Enforcement Data Security annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Consumer affairs: Consumer Affairs Victoria — annual report
888.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Consumer Affairs Victoria annual report for 2010–
11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Consumer affairs: Consumer Utilities Advocacy Centre — annual report
889.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Consumer Utilities Advocacy Centre annual report
for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Corangamite Catchment Management Authority — annual
report
890.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Corangamite Catchment
Management Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority — annual report
893.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the
Country Fire Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Desert Fringe and Waste Management Group — annual report
895.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Desert Fringe and Waste
Management Group annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: East Gippsland Catchment Management Authority — annual
report
897.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the East Gippsland Catchment
Management Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Police and emergency services: Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority — annual
report
900.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the
Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.
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Environment and climate change: Environment Protection Authority — annual report
901.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Environment Protection
Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Arts: Film Victoria — annual report
904.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Film Victoria annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in
Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Film Victoria is accountable to the Minister for Innovation, Services and Small Business, not to the Minister for the
Arts. If the member wishes a response to this question, it should be directed to the responsible minister.

Agriculture and food security: Food Safety Council — annual report
905.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Food Safety
Council annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Police and emergency services: Forensic Leave Panel — annual report
906.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the
Forensic Leave Panel annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Arts: Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust — annual report
907.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust annual report for
2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Gippsland Regional Waste Management Group — annual
report
908.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Gippsland Regional Waste
Management Group annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Glenelg Hopkins Catchment Management Authority — annual
report
909.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Glenelg Hopkins Catchment
Management Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Goulburn Broken Catchment Management Authority —
annual report
910.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Goulburn Broken Catchment
Management Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Goulburn Valley Regional Waste Management Group —
annual report
911.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Goulburn Valley Regional
Waste Management Group annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Grampians Regional Waste Management Group — annual
report
912.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Grampians Regional Waste
Management Group annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Racing: Greyhound Racing Victoria — annual report
913.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Greyhound Racing Victoria annual report for 2010–11 be
tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Racing: Harness Racing Victoria — annual report
914.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Harness Racing Victoria annual report for 2010–11 be tabled
in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Highlands Regional Waste Management Group — annual
report
915.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Highlands Regional Waste
Management Group annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.
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Arts: Library Board of Victoria — annual report
923.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Library Board of Victoria annual report for 2010–11 be
tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Mallee Catchment Management Authority — annual report
924.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Mallee Catchment Management
Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Premier: Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust — annual report
925.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): On which parliamentary
sitting day this year will the Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in
Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Major projects: Melbourne Market Authority — annual report
928.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Major Projects): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Melbourne Market
Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Arts: Melbourne Recital Centre — annual report
929.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Melbourne Recital Centre annual report for 2010–11 be
tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board — annual report
930.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the
Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Metropolitan Waste Management Group — annual report
931.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Metropolitan Waste
Management Group annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Mildura Regional Waste Management Group — annual report
932.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Mildura Regional Waste
Management Group annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Mornington Peninsula Regional Waste Management Group —
annual report
933.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Mornington Peninsula Regional
Waste Management Group annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.
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Local government: Municipal Association of Victoria Insurance — annual report
934.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Municipal Association of Victoria Insurance
annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute. The relevant act in this case is
the Municipal Association Act 1907.

Arts: Museums Board of Victoria — annual report
935.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Museums Board of Victoria annual report for 2010–11 be
tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Arts: National Gallery of Victoria Council of Trustees — annual report
936.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the National Gallery of Victoria Council of Trustees annual
report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: National Parks Advisory Panel — annual report
937.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the National Parks Advisory Panel
annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: North Central Catchment Management Authority — annual
report
938.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the North Central Catchment
Management Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: North East Catchment Management Authority — annual
report
939.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the North East Catchment
Management Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: North East Victorian Regional Waste Management Group —
annual report
940.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the North East Victorian Regional
Waste Management Group annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Police and emergency services: Office of Police Integrity — annual report
941.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the
Office of Police Integrity annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Parks Victoria — annual report
943.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Parks Victoria annual report for
2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.
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Environment and climate change: Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management — annual
report
945.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Phillip Island Nature Park Board
of Management annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Regional and rural development: Department of Planning and Community Development —
annual report
946.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Department of
Planning and Community Development annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that the Department of Planning and Community Development will table its annual report for 2010–
11 in accordance with the timeframe specified in the Financial Management Act 1994.

Police and emergency services: Police Appeals Board — annual report
947.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the
Police Appeals Board annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Police and emergency services: Office of the Chief Commissioner of Police — annual report
948.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the
Office of the Chief Commissioner of Police annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Ports: Port of Melbourne Corporation — annual report
949.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Port of Melbourne Corporation annual report for 2010–11 be
tabled in Parliament.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management
Authority — annual report
950.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Port Phillip and Westernport
Catchment Management Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Arts: Public Record Office Victoria — annual report
954.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Public Record Office Victoria annual report for 2010–11 be
tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Racing: Racing Integrity Commissioner’s Office — annual report
956.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Racing Integrity Commissioner’s Office annual report for
2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Consumer affairs: Residential Tenancies Bond Authority — annual report
958.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority annual
report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.
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Roads: VicRoads — annual report
959.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the VicRoads annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Public transport: Rolling Stock Holdings (Victoria) Pty Ltd — annual report
960.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): On
which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Rolling Stock Holdings (Victoria) Pty Ltd annual
report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Public transport: Rolling Stock Holdings (Victoria-VL) Pty Ltd — annual report
961.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): On
which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Rolling Stock Holdings (Victoria-VL) Pty Ltd annual
report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Royal Botanic Gardens Board — annual report
962.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Royal Botanic Gardens Board
annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: South Western Regional Waste Management Group — annual
report
966.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the South Western Regional Waste
Management Group annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Roads: Southern and Eastern Integrated Transport Authority — annual report
967.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Southern and Eastern Integrated Transport Authority annual
report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Premier: State Services Authority — annual report
971.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): On which parliamentary
sitting day this year will the State Services Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Surveyors Registration Board of Victoria — annual report
974.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Surveyors Registration Board of
Victoria annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Department of Sustainability and Environment — annual
report
975.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Department of Sustainability
and Environment annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.
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Environment and climate change: Sustainability Victoria — annual report
976.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Sustainability Victoria annual
report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Public transport: Department of Transport — annual report
979.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): On
which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Department of Transport annual report for 2010–11 be
tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Trust for Nature (Victoria) — annual report
982.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Trust for Nature (Victoria)
annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Public transport: Transport Ticketing Authority — annual report
983.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): On
which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Transport Ticketing Authority annual report for
2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Public transport: V/Line Passenger Corporation — annual report
984.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): On
which parliamentary sitting day this year will the V/Line Passenger Corporation annual report for
2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Public transport: V/Line Passenger Pty Ltd — annual report
985.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): On
which parliamentary sitting day this year will the V/Line Passenger Pty Ltd annual report for 2010–11
be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Local government: Victoria Grants Commission — annual report
987.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Victoria Grants Commission annual report for
2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute. The relevant act in this case is
the Victoria Grants Commission Act 1976.

Police and emergency services: Victorian State Emergency Service — annual report
990.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the
Victorian State Emergency Service annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Arts: Victorian Arts Centre Trust — annual report
991.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Victorian Arts Centre Trust annual report for 2010–11 be
tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.
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Environment and climate change: Victorian Catchment Management Council — annual report
992.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Victorian Catchment
Management Council annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Victorian Coastal Council — annual report
994.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Victorian Coastal Council
annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Gaming: Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation — annual report
995.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Gaming): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation annual
report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Victorian Environmental Assessment Council — annual report
997.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Victorian Environmental
Assessment Council annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Public transport: VicTrack — annual report
1005.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): On
which parliamentary sitting day this year will the VicTrack annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in
Parliament.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Ports: Victorian Regional Channels Authority — annual report
1006.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Victorian Regional Channels Authority annual report for
2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Higher education and skills: Victorian Skills Commission — annual report
1007.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Victorian Skills Commission annual report for 2010–11 be
tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Higher education and skills: VITS Language Link — annual report
1009.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the VITS Language Link annual report
for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The VITS LanguageLink is not part of my portfolio responsibilities.

Environment and climate change: West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority — annual
report
1010.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the West Gippsland Catchment
Management Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.
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Environment and climate change: Wimmera Catchment Management Authority — annual report
1011.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Wimmera Catchment
Management Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Environment and climate change: Zoological Parks and Gardens Board — annual report
1014.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Zoological Parks and Gardens
Board annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Agriculture and food security: Agriculture Services Pty Ltd — annual report
1015.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Agriculture
Services Pty Ltd annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: Barwon Region Water Corporation — annual report
1016.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Barwon Region Water Corporation annual report
for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Planning: Building Commission — annual report
1024.

MR TEE — To ask the Minister for Planning: On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the
Building Commission annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Higher education and skills: Adult, Community and Further Education Board — annual report
1025.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: On which parliamentary
sitting day this year will the Adult, Community and Further Education Board annual report for 2010–11
be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Education: Alfredton Primary School — class sizes
1047.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Alfredton Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Alfredton Primary School in 1999 and each year from
2006 to 2011 were as follows:
1999
25.4
26.0

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

2006
20.5
22.6

2007
21.7
23.8

2008
22.2
24.4

2009
21.4
23.1

2010
21.2
23.8

2011
22.1
24.0

Education: Ballarat North Primary School — class sizes
1048.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Ballarat North Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Ballarat North Primary School in 1999 and each year from
2006 to 2011 were as follows:

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

1999
24.8
25.9

2006
21.3
22.5

2007
20.9
22.7

2008
21.6
22.4

2009
18.9
20.8

2010
21.0
22.2

2011
21.3
21.8

Education: Caledonian Primary School — class sizes
1050.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Caledonian Primary School.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Caledonian Primary School in 1999 and each year from
2006 to 2011 were as follows:

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

1999
21.5
22.9

2006
21.8
24.0

2007
20.8
22.5

2008
21.0
21.4

2009
22.5
23.1

2010
23.3
24.3

2011
18.5
18.7

Education: Delacombe Primary School — class sizes
1051.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Delacombe Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Delacombe Primary School in 1999 and each year from
2006 to 2011 were as follows:

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

1999
27.2
26.4

2006
21.2
21.8

2007
19.3
21.6

2008
21.0
22.2

2009
21.6
23.0

2010
22.6
23.3

2011
17.0
20.3

Education: Forest Street Primary School — class sizes
1052.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Forest Street Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Forest Street Primary School in 1999 and each year from
2006 to 2011 were as follows:

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

1999
23.8
24.0

2006
20.4
22.9

2007
19.3
22.8

2008
22.7
24.1

2009
19.3
22.5

2010
20.7
22.6

2011
22.2
24.4

Education: Invermay Primary School — class sizes
1053.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Invermay Primary School.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Invermay Primary School in 1999 and each year from
2006 to 2011 were as follows:
1999
21.0
20.5

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

2006
12.0
15.0

2007
9.0
14.5

2008
12.0
13.5

2009
11.0
9.0

2010
15.0
13.5

2011
20.0
16.0

Education: Little Bendigo Primary School — class sizes
1054.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Little Bendigo Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Little Bendigo Primary School in 1999 and each year from
2006 to 2011 were as follows:
1999
20.5
22.8

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

2006
13.0
13.3

2007
13.0
13.7

2008
13.0
14.3

2009
16.5
15.0

2010
19.5
17.0

2011
17.5
18.0

Education: Macarthur Street Primary School — class sizes
1055.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Macarthur Street Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Macarthur Street Primary School in 1999 and each year
from 2006 to 2011 were as follows:

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

1999
24.0
22.5

2006
16.0
18.5

2007
20.3
20.3

2008
20.5
21.3

2009
22.0
21.8

2010
19.0
20.7

2011
16.0
16.0

Education: Pleasant Street Primary School — class sizes
1056.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Pleasant Street Primary School.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Pleasant Street Primary School (Ballarat) in 1999 and each
year from 2006 to 2011 were as follows:

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

1999
27.0
26.6

2006
23.5
23.5

2007
23.5
23.7

2008
22.4
23.3

2009
22.4
23.3

2010
21.4
23.3

2011
22.8
23.2

Education: Ballarat South Community Learning Precinct — class sizes
1057.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Ballarat South Community Learning Precinct (prior to 2011
Redan Primary School).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Ballarat South Community Learning Precinct in 2011 was
as follows:

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

2011
18.3
19.5

The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Redan Primary School in 1999 and each year from 2006
to 2010 were as follows:

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

1999
24.3
27.0

2006
20.8
21.3

2007
21.5
21.9

2008
19.3
21.9

2009
19.8
22.1

2010
15.5
19.6

Redan Primary School merged with Sebastopol College to form the Ballarat South Community Learning Precinct
effective from 1/1/2011.

Education: Sebastopol Primary School — class sizes
1058.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Sebastopol Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Sebastopol Primary School in 1999 and each year from
2006 to 2011 were as follows:
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2008
21.3
21.7

2009
15.3
20.0

2010
20.7
20.3

2011
20.7
21.3

Education: Urquhart Park Primary School — class sizes
1059.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Urquhart Park Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Urquhart Park Primary School in 1999 and each year from
2006 to 2011 were as follows:

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

1999
26.2
26.5

2006
20.8
21.8

2007
20.1
22.0

2008
21.4
23.3

2009
17.9
21.2

2010
20.3
21.7

2011
19.9
21.6

Education: Wendouree Primary School — class sizes
1060.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Wendouree Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Wendouree Primary School in 1999 and each year from
2006 to 2011 were as follows:

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

1999
21.5
24.1

2006
20.5
23.2

2007
20.3
21.7

2008
20.7
22.3

2009
21.5
22.8

2010
20.0
23.0

2011
21.0
23.2

Education: Yuille Park P–8 Community College — class sizes
1061.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): For each of the years 1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the average
P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Yuille Park P–8 Community College (prior to 2007 Yuille
Primary School and Grevillea Park Primary School).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Yuille Park P–8 Community College from 2007 to 2011
were as follows:
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2010
17.0
20.7

2011
16.1
16.4

The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Yuille Primary School in 1999 and 2006 were as follows:
1999
24.0
24.1

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

2006
14.5
17.0

The average P–2 class size and average P–6 class size at Grevillea Park Primary School in 1999 and 2006 were as
follows:
1999
24.5
25.0

Average P–2 class size
Average P–6 class size

2006
16.8
18.6

Yuille Primary School merged with Grevillea Park Primary School to form the Yuille Park P-8 Community
College effective from 1/1/2007.

Teaching profession: Alfredton Primary School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1062.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Alfredton Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Alfredton Primary School
for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
23.0

2000
26.8

2001
27.8

2002
27.2

2003
22.8

2004
23.7

2005
25.8

2006
24.4

2007
25.1

2008
24.1

2009
26.9

2010
26.5

2011
28.5

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Teaching profession: Ballarat North Primary School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1063.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Ballarat North Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Ballarat North Primary
School for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
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2006
23.5

2007
22.9

2008
22.5

2009
22.1

2010
21.9

2011
22.1

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Teaching profession: Black Hill Primary School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1064.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Black Hill Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Black Hill Primary School
for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
25.1

2000
22.6

2001
22.8

2002
22.8

2003
23.4

2004
26.8

2005
29.4

2006
32.8

2007
32.2

2008
29.3

2009
29.3

2010
29.4

2011
32.7

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Teaching profession: Caledonian Primary School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1065.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Caledonian Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Caledonian Primary School
for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
14.2

2000
15.6

2001
15.6

2002
14.6

2003
16.1

2004
17.1

2005
14.9

2006
12.3

2007
12.3

2008
10.3

2009
13.3

2010
10.4

2011
13.4

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Teaching profession: Delacombe Primary School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1066.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Delacombe Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Delacombe Primary School
for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
19.0

2000
20.6

2001
19.0

2002
20.7

2003
20.0

2004
20.7

2005
19.5

2006
19.3

2007
20.2

2008
18.2

2009
20.6

2010
16.1

2011
20.0

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Teaching profession: Forest Street Primary School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1067.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Forest Street Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Forest Street Primary School
for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
23.8

2000
25.9

2001
24.9

2002
26.2

2003
31.4

2004
33.3

2005
33.0

2006
31.5

2007
28.5

2008
30.3

2009
27.5

2010
29.9

2011
25.3

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Teaching profession: Invermay Primary School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1068.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Invermay Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Invermay Primary School
for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
2.0

2000
2.6

2001
2.6

2002
3.4

2003
4.2

2004
3.1

2005
3.0

2006
3.0

2007
1.8

2008
3.3

2009
2.0

2010
3.0

2011
4.0

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Teaching profession: Little Bendigo Primary School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1069.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Little Bendigo Primary School.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Little Bendigo Primary
School for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
5.0

2000
5.4

2001
5.0

2002
5.0

2003
5.0

2004
5.0

2005
5.0

2006
5.0

2007
3.6

2008
4.6

2009
3.4

2010
4.2

2011
5.1

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Teaching profession: Macarthur Street Primary School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1070.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Macarthur Street Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Macarthur Street Primary
School for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
6.0

2000
6.0

2001
6.0

2002
6.5

2003
7.7

2004
7.0

2005
5.6

2006
7.0

2007
10.0

2008
10.9

2009
5.5

2010
5.0

2011
5.4

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Teaching profession: Pleasant Street Primary School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1071.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Pleasant Street Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Pleasant Street Primary
School (Ballarat) for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
16.5

2000
15.3

2001
18.2

2002
17.2

2003
17.2

2004
18.3

2005
17.9

2006
19.3

2007
20.1

2008
20.1

2009
20.3

2010
20.1

2011
19.9

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.
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Teaching profession: Ballarat South Community Learning Precinct — full-time equivalent
teaching staff
1072.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Ballarat South Community Learning Precinct (prior to 2011 Redan Primary School and
Sebastopol College).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Ballarat South Community
Learning Precinct (and prior to 2011 Redan Primary School and Sebastopol College) for each of the years from
1999 to 2011 is as follows:
Ballarat South Community Learning Precinct
1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
-

2005
-

2006
-

2007
-

2008
-

2009
-

2010
-

2011
85.4

Redan Primary School
1999 2000 2001
13.8
13.4
12.5

2002
14.0

2003
13.6

2004
15.0

2005
13.2

2006
13.0

2007
14.8

2008
14.6

2009
13.8

2010
12.4

2011
-

Sebastopol College
1999 2000 2001
75.9
70.6
68.9

2002
71.5

2003
71.9

2004
69.8

2005
71.3

2006
77.6

2007
76.5

2008
80.7

2009
77.2

2010
73.4

2011
-

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year. Redan Primary School merged with Sebastopol College to form the Ballarat South Community
Learning Precinct effective from 1 January 2011.

Teaching profession: Sebastopol Primary School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1073.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Sebastopol Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Sebastopol Primary School
for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
17.0

2000
19.0

2001
20.0

2002
19.0

2003
16.0

2004
15.0

2005
16.0

2006
15.4

2007
12.8

2008
9.0

2009
10.0

2010
10.8

2011
9.4

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.
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Teaching profession: Urquhart Park Primary School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1074.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Urquhart Park Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Urquhart Park Primary
School for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
15.5

2000
14.0

2001
17.2

2002
17.0

2003
19.7

2004
19.7

2005
20.9

2006
19.9

2007
21.9

2008
24.1

2009
26.2

2010
24.6

2011
24.9

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Teaching profession: Wendouree Primary School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1075.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Wendouree Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Wendouree Primary School
for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
10.0

2000
10.0

2001
11.0

2002
13.0

2003
11.0

2004
10.0

2005
9.0

2006
8.4

2007
8.0

2008
9.0

2009
9.4

2010
7.4

2011
10.4

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Teaching profession: Yuille Park P-8 Community College — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1076.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Yuille Park P-8 Community College (prior to 2007 Yuille Primary School and Grevillea Park
Primary School).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Yuille Park P-8 Community
College (and prior to 2011 Yuille Primary School and Grevillea Park Primary School) for each of the years from
1999 to 2011 is as follows:
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Yuille Park P-8 Community College
1999 2000 2001 2002 2003
-

2004
-

2005
-

2006
-

2007
12.4

2008
15.0

2009
19.6

2010
19.2

2011
21.9

Yuille Primary School
1999 2000 2001
10.4
10.4
8.4

2002
9.4

2003
9.5

2004
7.1

2005
7.5

2006
5.6

2007
-

2008
-

2009
-

2010
-

2011
-

Grevillea Park Primary School
1999 2000 2001 2002
6.6
7.7
7.8
8.0

2003
7.8

2004
9.0

2005
9.0

2006
10.0

2007
-

2008
-

2009
-

2010
-

2011
-

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year. Yuille Primary merged with Grevillea Park Primary School to form the Yuille Park P-8 Community
College effective from 1 January 2007.

Teaching profession: Ballarat High School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1077.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Ballarat High School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Ballarat High School for
each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
107.2

2000
108.1

2010
105.8

2011
103.1

2001
102.9

2002
101.5

2003
105.4

2004
101.6

2005
102.9

2006
105.2

2007
105.2

2008
106.0

2009
101.3

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Teaching profession: Ballarat Secondary College — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1078.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Ballarat Secondary College.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Ballarat Secondary College
for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
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1999
119.9

2000
120.2

2010
112.4

2011
105.6

2001
121.8

2002
122.1

2003
120.2

2004
122.9

Tuesday, 16 August 2011

2005
111.4

2006
113.0

2007
131.4

2008
125.3

2009
125.3

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Teaching profession: Ballarat Specialist School — full-time equivalent teaching staff
1079.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: For each of the years
1999, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011, what was the number of full-time equivalent teaching
staff at Ballarat Specialist School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of full-time equivalent teaching service staff (including principal class) at Ballarat Specialist School
for each of the years from 1999 to 2011 is as follows:
1999
26.8

2000
26.8

2001
23.8

2002
26.3

2003
26.8

2004
27.8

2005
27.8

2006
29.8

2007
27.8

2008
33.0

2009
36.5

2010
40.0

2011
41.9

The information is based on teaching service staff (including principal class) receiving pay as at the last pay in June
of each year.

Water: Barwon Region Water Corporation — annual report
1140.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Barwon Region Water Corporation annual report
for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: Central Gippsland Water Authority — annual report
1141.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Central Gippsland Water Authority annual report
for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.
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Water: Central Highlands Region Water Authority — annual report
1142.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Central Highlands Region Water Authority annual
report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: City West Water — annual report
1143.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the City West Water annual report for 2010–11 be
tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: Coliban Region Water Corporation — annual report
1144.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Coliban Region Water Corporation annual report
for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: East Gippsland Region Water Corporation — annual report
1145.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the East Gippsland Region Water Corporation annual
report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Energy and resources: Energy Safe Victoria — annual report
1146.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy
and Resources): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Energy Safe Victoria annual
report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Agriculture and food security: Geoffrey Gardiner Foundation — annual report
1147.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Geoffrey
Gardiner Foundation annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: Gippsland and Southern Rural Water Corporation — annual report
1148.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Gippsland and Southern Rural Water Corporation
annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Corporation — annual report
1149.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Corporation annual
report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: Goulburn Valley Region Water Corporation — annual report
1150.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Goulburn Valley Region Water Corporation
annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.
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Water: Grampians Wimmera Mallee Water Corporation — annual report
1151.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Grampians Wimmera Mallee Water Corporation
annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: Lower Murray Urban and Rural Water Authority — annual report
1152.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Lower Murray Urban and Rural Water Authority
annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: Melbourne Water Corporation — annual report
1153.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Melbourne Water Corporation annual report for
2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: North East Region Water Corporation — annual report
1154.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the North East Region Water Corporation annual
report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Agriculture and food security: Department of Primary Industries — annual report
1155.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Department of
Primary Industries annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: South East Water — annual report
1156.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the South East Water annual report for 2010–11 be
tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: South Gippsland Region Water Corporation — annual report
1157.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the South Gippsland Region Water Corporation
annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: State Owned Enterprise for Irrigation Modernisation in Northern Victoria — annual
report
1158.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the State Owned Enterprise for Irrigation
Modernisation in Northern Victoria annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Agriculture and Food Security: VicForests — annual report
1159.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security): On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the VicForests annual
report for 2010–11 in be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.
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Water: Wannon Region Water Authority — annual report
1160.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Wannon Region Water Authority annual report for
2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: Western Region Water Authority — annual report
1161.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Western Region Water Authority annual report for
2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: Westernport Region Water Authority — annual report
1162.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Westernport Region Water Authority annual
report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Water: Yarra Valley Water — annual report
1163.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the Yarra Valley Water annual report for 2010–11 be
tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Planning: Growth Areas Authority — annual report
1165.

MR TEE — To ask the Minister for Planning: On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the
Growth Areas Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Planning: Plumbing Industry Commission — annual report
1166.

MR TEE — To ask the Minister for Planning: On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the
Plumbing Industry Commission annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Planning: Victorian Urban Development Authority — annual report
1167.

MR TEE — To ask the Minister for Planning: On which parliamentary sitting day this year will the
Victorian Urban Development Authority annual report for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Police and emergency services: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2262.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services): In relation to each fee, charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable
by members of the public or incorporated association in the Police and Emergency Services portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by Government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.
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Employment and industrial relations: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2269.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations: In relation to each
fee, charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the public or incorporated
association in the Employment and Industrial Relations portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by Government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.

Manufacturing, exports and trade: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2270.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade: In relation to each fee,
charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the public or incorporated association in
the Manufacturing, Exports and Trade portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by Government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.
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Education: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2275.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to each fee, charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the
public or incorporated association in the Education portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.

Higher education and skills: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2277.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: In relation to each fee, charge,
tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the public or incorporated association in the
Higher Education and Skills and Teaching Profession portfolios —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments. More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which
details the revised estimates of state revenue and the public account. The value of a penalty or fee unit is
determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice published in the Victorian
Government Gazette.
Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and published on the websites of administering departments
and agencies, or published by the educational institutions responsible for administering them.
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Children and early childhood development: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2280.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: In relation to
each fee, charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the public or incorporated
association in the Children and Early Childhood Development portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.

Corrections: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2281.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Corrections): In relation to each fee, charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the
public or incorporated association in the Corrections portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.
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Crime prevention: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2282.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Crime Prevention): In relation to each fee, charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members
of the public or incorporated association in the Crime Prevention portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.

Public transport: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2283.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to each fee, charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the public or incorporated
association in the Public Transport portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.
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Roads: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2284.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): In relation to each
fee, charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the public or incorporated
association in the Roads portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.

Ports: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2285.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): In relation to each fee,
charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the public or incorporated association in
the Ports portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.
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Racing: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2288.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): In relation to each fee,
charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the public or incorporated association in
the Racing portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.

Gaming: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2289.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Gaming): In relation to each
fee, charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the public or incorporated
association in the Gaming portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 16 August 2011

COUNCIL

2731

Consumer affairs: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2290.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to each fee, charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the public or
incorporated association in the Consumer Affairs portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.

Energy and resources: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2291.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy
and Resources): In relation to each fee, charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of
the public or incorporated association in the Energy and Resources portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.
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Agriculture and food security: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2298.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security): In relation to each fee, charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable
by members of the public or incorporated association in the Agriculture and Food Security portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Units Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.

Higher education and skills: Department of Education and Early Childhood Development —
annual report
2304.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: On which parliamentary
sitting day this year will the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development annual report
for 2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Higher education and skills: Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority — annual report
2305.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: On which parliamentary
sitting day this year will the Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority annual report for 2010–11
be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.
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Teaching profession: Victorian Institute of Teaching — annual report
2306.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: On which
parliamentary sitting day this year will the Victorian Institute of Teaching annual report for 2010–11 be
tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Higher education and skills: Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority — annual report
2307.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: On which parliamentary
sitting day this year will the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority annual report for
2010–11 be tabled in Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Annual reports are tabled in accordance with the relevant statute.

Community services: child protection — workers
2309.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Community Services): By
what date will the 47 new child protection workers, as funded for in the 2011 budget, be employed
within the system.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Funds for the new positions became available from July 2011 and recruitment is under way.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Thursday, 18 August 2011
Agriculture and food security: Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals — funding
703.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security): In relation to the extra $1 million core funding for the RSPCA on
page 73 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Is this recurring expenditure or will it cease after the 2014–15 financial year.
What is the total annual amount now provided to the RSPCA inspectorate.
How many more full-time equivalent inspectors will be employed through this funding.
Prior to this additional funding, how many full-time equivalent inspectors are currently employed
by the RSPCA through state expenditure
What is the ratio of inspections per full-time equivalent inspector in a financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Primary Industries have provided $1 million this year (2010–11) to the RSPCA inspectorate.
There are 21 full-time inspectors (including 1 on maternity leave) appointed by the Minister for Agriculture and
Food Security under the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986.
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